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PROCEEDINGS 


OF 
THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE FIFTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
PHILADELPHIA, MAY 15, 1797. 


The first session of the Fifth Congress, under: A message from the House of Representatives 
the Constitution of Government of the United | informed the Senate that the House have appoint- 
States, commenced at the city of Philadelphia, ed a joint committee on their part, together with 
agreeably to the Proclamation of the Presipent ‘such committee as the Senate may appoint, to 
or THE Unitep Srares, of the twenty-fifth day | wait on the President of the United States, and 
of March last, and the Senate accordingly assem- | inform him that a quorum of the two Houses is 
bled on this day, being i assembled, and ready to receive any communica- 

: tions that he may be pleased to make to them. 
Monpay, May 15, 1797. | Resolved, That the Senate do concur in the 


PRESENT: ' appointment of a joint committee, and that Messrs. 
Tuomas Jerrerson, Vice President of the Livermore and Lancpon be the joint committee 
United States and President of the Senate. i on the part of the Senate. ae 
Joun Lanepon and SAMUEL Livermore, from Mr. Livermore reported, from the joint com- 
New Hampshire; | mittee, that they had waited on the’ President of 
BENJAMIN GOODHUE, from Massachusetts ; | the United States, and had notified him that a 
TueoporeE Foster and Wittiam Braprorp, | quorum of the two Houses is assembled ; and that 
from Rhode Island; | the President of the United States acquainted the 
James Hittaouse and Uran Tracy, from | committee that he would meet the two Houses in 
Connecticut ; ithe Representatives’ Chamber at 12 o’elock to- 
Isaac Ticuenor, from Vermont; | morrow. g 
Joun Latrance, from New York; | _ A message from the House of Representatives 
Wiliam Bincuam, from Pennsylvania; | informed the Senate that the House have resolv- 
Henry Latimer, from Delaware ; | ed that two Chaplains be appointed to Congress, 
Jous E. Howarp, from Maryland; i for the present session, one by each House, who 
Srevens T. Mason, from Virginia; i Shall interchange weekly; in which they desire 
ALEXANDER Martin and Timoray Buoop-/ the concurrence of the Senate. _ TE 
WORTE, from North Carolina ; | The Senate proceeded to consider the said re- 


Joun Honver, from South Carolina; | solution ; and, F 

Josian Tarrnat, from Georgia. | Resolved, That they do concur therein, and that 

The Senators whose names are subjoined pro- ; n Bish Seen enon Wate be the Chap- 
duced their credentials on the 4th day of March | “#4? O2 the part of the Senate. 
last, and took their seats in the Senate, viz: Mr. | 
Foster, Mr. Goopycts, Mr. HiLLaouse, Mr. Ps 
Howarp, Mr. Latimer, Mr. Mason, Mr. Ross, | Torspay, May 16. 


; Wiliam Buoent, from the State of Tennes- 


and Mr. Ticaenor. 


WiLtiam Cocke, appointed a Senator by the | see; THEODORE Sepewick, from the State of Mas- 
State of Tennessee, produced his credentials, and | sachusetts 3 and Joan Vining, from the State of 
the oath required by law being administered, he | Delaware, severally attended. ; 
took his seat in the Senate. . _, A message from the House of Representatives 

_ Ordered, That the Secretary wait on the Pre- | informed the Senate that the House are now 
sident of the United States, and acquaint him | ready to meet the Senate in the Chamber of that 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled. i House, to receive such communications as the 

Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the | President of the United States shall be pleased to 
House of Representatives that a quorum of the | make to them. Whereupon, : 

Senate is assembled, and ready to proceed to busi-| The Senate repaired to the Chamber of the 


ness. > an à | House of Representatives, for the purpose above 
: A message-from the House of Representatives | expressed. : ii : 

informed the Senate that a quorum of the House! The Senate returned to their own Chamber 
is assembled, and have elected Jonatuan Day- | and a copy of the Speech of the President of the 


TON their Speaker: ‘ United States, this day addressed to both Houses 


te 
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of Congress, was read. (For which, see House 
Proceedings, post.) . 
~ Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, Laurancs, 
and Livermore, be a committee to report the 
draught of an Address to the President of the 
United States, in answer tohis Speech this day 
- to both Houses of Congress. 

It was further ordered that the Speech be 
printed for the use of the Senate. ` 

Resolved, That each Senator be supplied, dur- 
ing the present session, with copies of three such 
newspapers, printed in any of the States, as he 
may choose ; provided that the same are furnish- 
ed at the rate of the usual annual charge for such 
papers. 


Weonespay, May 17. 
Ricuarp Srocxron, from the State of New 
Jersey, attended. 
'. The:eommittee appointed yesterday not being 
ready to report, the Senate adjourned. : 


= .. Tnurspay, May 18. 
_ Henry Tazewsut, from the State of Virginia, 
attended. 
o Amessage from the House of Representatives 
. informed the Senate that the House have pro- 
eeeded: to the choice of a Chaplain to Congress 
-on- their part, and: the Rev. ÅASHBEL GREEN is 
duly. elected, 
< Mr. ‘Tracy, from the committee, reported the 
raught of an Address to the President of the 
United States, in answer to his Speech to both 
Houses of Congress, at the opening of the ses-: 
“sion ; which was read. s 
Ordered, That it lie tor consideration. 


Fripay, May 19. 


foun: Henry, from the State of Maryland, 

attended. 

“Qn motion, by Mr. Tracy, . 

oo Ordered, That the report of the committee, ap- 

: pointed to'draught an Address, in answer to the 
Speech of the President. of the United States at 

` the opening of the session, be recommitted. And 
it was agreed that Messrs. Henry and TazewELu 
be added to the committee. 
“The Vice Present laid before the Senate a 

' letter from the Secretary for the Department of 
State, communicating, by order of the President 
cof the United States, sundry papers, No.1 to 18, 
respecting the situation of affairs of the United 
States with France, Spain, and Holland; which 

-papers were read. ee ; 

Ordered, "That they lie for-consideration. 


/Sarurpay, May 20. 
Racy, fromthe committee to whom was 
ecomimitted. the report of an Address in answer 
the Speech of the President of the United 
» Statés, to both. Houses. of Congress, at the open- 
-ing ofthe session, reported sundry amendments; 


cawhich were read. 


-of the rectitude and integrity of your administra’ 
And we are sensible it is an object of primary i 
‘ance, that each branch of the Government shou 


On motion, that the report, as amended, be 
printed for the-use of the Senate, it passed in the 
negative. 

Ordered, That the consideration thereof be 


postponed until Monday next. 


Monpay, May 23. 


Joun Brown, from the State of Kentucky, and 
Jacos Reap, from the State of South Carolina, 
severally attended. 

Jonn RUTHERFURD, appointed a Senator from 
the State. of New Jersey, produced his credentials, 
which were read, and the oath required by law 
being administered to him, he took his seat in the 


| Senate. 


The Senate took into consideration the draught, 
reported by the committee, of an Address to the 
President of the United States, in answer to his 
Speech at the opening of the session, and having 
agreed to sundry amendments, adjourned. 


Tuespay, May 23. ` 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee of the draught of an Ad- 
dress, in answer to the Speech of the President of 
the United States to both Houses of Congress, at 
the opening: of the session. SE a OR a a 

On motion, to expunge the following para- 
graph, to wit: i T 

“ We are happy; since our sentiments on the subject | 
are in perfect unison with yours, in this public manner 
to declare, that the gonduct of the Government: has 
been just and impartial to. foreign nations, and that 
those internal regulations, which have been established 
for the preservation of peace, are, in their nature, pro- 
per, and have-been fairly executed::” Sean 

It was determined inthe negative—yeas: 11,- 


nays 15, as follows: . 


Yeas—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Brown, Cocke, 
Henry, Hunter, Langdon, Martin, Mason, Tazewell, 
and Tattnall. à nee 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, ‘Laurance, Latimer, Liver- 
more, Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tiche- 
nor, and Tracy. ror 


And the report being further amended, was 
adopted, as follows: 


Sır: The Senate of the United States request you 
to accept their acknowledgments for the comprehen- 
sive and interesting detail you have given, in your 
Speech to both Houses of Congress, on the existing 
state of the Union. k 

While we regret the necessity ofthe present meeting 
of the Legislature, we wish to express our entire ap- 
probation of your conduct in convening it on thismo- . 
mentous occasion. . 

The superintendence of our national faith, honor, 
and dignity, being, in a great measure, constitutionally 
deposited with the Executive, we observe, with singular, 
satisfaction, the vigilance, . firmness, and promptitude; 
exhibited by you, in this critical state of our public 
affairs, and from thence derive an evidence and pledge 
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a language and systemof conduct, which shall be cool, Jose their affections, so long as its administration, put: 


just, and dispassionate ; but firm, explicit, and decided. |’sues the principle upon which it was -erected. Ang 

We-are equally desirous, with you, to preserve | your resolution to observe a conduct just and impartial 
peace‘and friendship with all nations, and are happy to | to all nations, a sacred regard to our national engage- 
be.informed, that neither the honor nor interests of the | ments, and not to impair the rights of our Government, 
United States forbid advances for securing those desi- | contains principles which cannot fail.to secure. to your 


rable objects, by amicable negotiation with the French 
Republic. This method of adjusting national differen- 
ces is not only the most mild, but the most rational and 
humane, and with Governments disposed to be just, 
can seldom fail of success, when fairly, candidly, and 
sincerely, used. If we have committed errors, and can 
be made sensible of them, we agree with you in opin- 
ion that we ought to correct them, and compensate the 
injuries which may have been consequent thereon; 
and we trust the French Republic will be actuated by 
the same just and benevolent principles. of national 
olicy: 
i We do, therefore, most sincerely approve of your de- 
termination.to promote and accelerate an accommoda- 
tion of our existing differences with that Republic, by 
negotiation,on terms compatible with the rights, duties, 
interests, and honor, of our nation. . And you may rest 
assured of our most cordial co-operation, so far as it may 
become necessary, in this pursuit. i 

Peace and harmony with all nations is our sincere 
wish ;, but, such being the lot of humanity, that nations 
will not always reciprocate peaceable dispositions, it is 
our firm belief, that effectual measures of defence will 
tend to inspire that national self-respect and confidence 
at home, which is the unfailing source of respectability 
abroad, to check aggression, and prevent war. 

While we are endeavoring to adjust our differences 
with the French Republic, by amicable negotiation, the 
progress of the war in Europe, the depredations on our 
commerce, the personal injuries to our citizens, and the 
general-complexion of affairs, prove to us your vigilant 
care, in recommending to our attention effectual meas- 
ures. of defence.“ 

Those which you recommend, whether they relate 
to external defence, by permitting our citizens to arm 
for the purpose of repelling aggressions on their com- 
mercial rights, and by providing sea convoys, or to in- 
ternal defence, byi increasing the establishments of ar- 
tillery and cavalry, by forming a provisional army, by 
revising the militia laws, and fortifying, more complete- 
ly, our, ports and harbors, will meet our consideration, 
under the influence of the same just regard for the se- 
curity, interest, and honor, of our country, which dic- 
tated your recommendation. 

Practices so unnatural and iniquitous, as those you 
state, of our own citizens, converting their property 
and personal exertions into the means of annoying our 
trade, and injuring their fellow-citizens, deserve legal 
severity commensurate with their turpitude. 

Although the Senate believe that the prosperity and 
happiness of our country does not depend on general 
and extensive. political -connexions with European na- 
tions, yet we can never lose sight of the propriety as 
wellas necessity of enabling the Executive, by suffi- 
cient and liberal supplies, to maintain, and even extend, 
our foreign intercourse, as exigencies may require, re- 
posing full confidence in the Executive, in whom the 
Constitution has placed the powers of negotiation. 

We learn, with sincere concern, that attempts are in 
operation to alienate the affections of our fellow-citizens 
from their Government. Attempts so wicked, wherever 


they exist, cannot fail to excite our utmost abhorrence. 4 
A Government chosen: by the people for their own safe- 
ty and ‘happiness, and calculated to secure both, cannot: 


| 


-of the Senate -MOFT 


administration the support of the National Legislature, 
to render- abortive every attempt to. excite dangerous 
jealousies among us, and to convince the world that 
our Government, and. your administration of it, cannot 
be separated from the affectionate support of every. good 
citizen. And the Senate cannot suffer the present.oc- 
casion to pass, without thus publicly and solemnly ex- 
pressing their attachment to tht Constitution and Gov- , 
ernment of their country; and as they hold themselves 
responsible to their constituents, their consciences, and 
their God, it is their determination, by all their exertions, 
to repel every attempt to alienate. the affections of. the 
people from the Government, so highly. injurious tothe 
honor, safety, and independence of the United States. k 
We are happy, since our sentiments on the. subject: 
are in perfect unison with yours, in..this-public m: 
to declare, that we believe the. conduct. ofthe: G 
ment has been just and impartial to foreign nations, and. 
that those internal regulations -which have. been estab- 
lished for the preservation. of peace, are in their 
proper, and have been fairly executed. .. : 
And we-are equally happy in possessing an. @ 
confidence in your abilities and. exertions in-y 
tion to maintain untarnished: the honor; prese 


fellow- citizens, has been. the virtuous. effort. 
pal part of your: life. 

To. aid you-in these arduous and honorabl 
as itis our duty, soit shall be our faithful 
And -we.flatter ourselves, sir, that the: pro 
the present :session of Congress will many 
world, that, although. the United States love pe: the 
will be independent. That they are sincere 
declarations to be just to the French, and all other 
tions, and expect the same in return. 

If a sense of justice, a love of moderation and peace, oe 
shall influence their councils, which we sincerely: ‘hope, me. 
we shall have just grounds to expect peace and amity =. 
between the United States and all nations will be. Dre: ad 
served. 

But if we are so unfortunate as to experience injuries : 
from any foreign Power, and the ordinary methods’. by. 
which differences are amicably ‘adjusted between na- 
tions shall be rejected, the determination “not to:sur- | 
render in any manner the rights of the: Governni ree 
being so inseparably connected with the digñit 
terest, and independence of our country, shall: y üs be 
steadily and inviolably supported. ` ; 

THOMAS JEFFERSON, s 
Vice President of the United States, =. 
and President of the Senate, : 


Ordered, That the committee who pe eee 
the Address wait-on the President of the United — 
States, and desire him to acquaint the Senate 
what time and place it will be most convenien 
for him that it should be presented. 

Mr. Tracy reported: from: th 
they had waited on the President of the Uni 
States, | and that’ he wou 


own house, See 
“Resolved, That ihe Senate wil 


« 
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12-o’clock, wait:oa the President.of the United 
States accordingly. 


o. Wevnespay, May 24. 

Ernan Pare, from the State of Vermont, at- 
tended. i 

Agreeably to the resolution of yesterday, the 
Senate waited on the President of ‘the United 
States, and the Vice Presipenr, in their name, 
presented the Address then agreed to. i 

To which the Presipenr made the following 
reply: . 

Mr. Vice President, 
and Gentlemen of the Senate : 

It would be an affectation in me to dissemble the 
pleasure I feel on receiving this. kind Address. 

My long experience of the wisdom, fortitude, and 
patriotism, of the Senate of the United States, enhances 
in-my estimation the value of those obliging expressions 
of your approbation of my conduct, which are a gen- 
erous reward for the past, and an affecting encourage- 
ment to constancy and perseverance in future. 

Our sentiments appear to be so entirely in unison, 
that I cannot but’ believe them to be the rational. result 
of the understandings and the natural feelings of the 
hearts of Americans in general, on contemplating. the 
present state of the nation. 


:: While such’: principles and affections. prevail, they 


will form an indissoluble bond of union, and a sure 
pledge that our country has no essential injury to ap- 


. ptehend from any portentous appearances abroad. In 


< -Ordered 


“> inthe United States, cruisers to commit depreda- 
“+ tions‘on the commerce of the United States, and 
-s0 much thereof as relates to citizens of the-Uni- 


a humble reliance on Divine Providence, we may rest 
assured, that, while we reiterate with sincerity our en- 
deavors to accommodate all our differences with France, 


- the independence of our country cannot be diminished, 


its dignity degraded, or its glory tarnished, by any na- 

tion or combination of nations, whether friends or ene- 

mies. 

Ape i JOHN ADAMS. 
The Senate returned to their own Chamber, 

and adjourned. 


Trurspay, May. 25. 
The Senate transacted no business to-day. 


$ l Fripay, May 26. 
Humpurey Marsuavt, from the State of Ken- 
tucky, attended. ` ; 
` The Senate adjourned, without transacting any 
business, to Monday. 


Monpay, May 29. 
James Ross, from the State of Pennsylvania, 


attended: Hoia 
“Mr: Reap gave notice that he would, to-mor- 


“row, move for leave to bring ina bill to prevent 
` the exportation of arms and ammunition from 


the United States, for a limited time. 


On motion, by Mr. Sepawicx, <- 
That so much. of the President’s 


Speech 


tes to building and equipping, with-. 


ted States fitting out privateers, taking the com- 

mand, or entering on board of them, and commit- 

ting spoliations on the commerce of the United 
| States, be referred to Messrs. LIVERMORE, LAU- 

RANCE, and Rean, to consider and report thereon ; 

and that the said committee be authorized to re- 
| port by bill or bills, or otherwise. 

On motion, by Mr. SEDGWICK, 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s 
Speech as relates to a revision of the laws for or- 
ganizing, arming, and disciplining the: militia be 
referred to Messrs. Howarp, LATIMER, TICHENOR, 
| Fosrer, and Laurance, to consider and report 
thereon; and that the said committee be author- 
| ized to report by bill or bills, or otherwise. 

On motion, by Mr. Sepewrcx, that so much of 
the President’s Speech as relates to the establish- 
ment of a permanent system of naval defence, and 
authorizing the arming of vessels the property. of- 
individuals, be referred to a select committee to 
| consider and report; and that the said commit- 
| tee be authorized to report by bill or bills, or oth- 

erwise. 
A motion was made that this motion be post- 
| poned until to-morrow; and it passed in the neg- 
| ative. 

On motion, by Mr. TAzeEweLL, that the words, 
“and authorizing the arming of vessels the prop- 
erty of individuals,” be expunged, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 11, nays 17, as fol- 
lows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Brown, Cocke, 
Hunter, Langdon, Livermore, Martin, Mason, :Taze- 
well, and Tattnall. S 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Marshall, Paine; 
Read, Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tichenor, 
Tracy, and Vining. : 

And it was agreed that the original motion be 
referred to Messrs. Goopuus, Brncaam, Brap- 
FORD, Henry, and RUTHERFURD. — 
| Ordered, That so much of the President's 
| Speech as relates to providing means of addition- 

al defence, by an augmentation of the regular ar- 

tillery and cavalry, and making arrangements for 
; forming a provisional army, be referred to Messrs. 
Tracy, Sspawick, Marsa, Ross, and Vin». 
ING, to consider and report thereon to the Senate ; 
‘and that the said commitee be authorized to re- 
| port by bill or bills, or otherwise. 


| Tusspay, May 30.. 


Conformable to notice given yesterday, Mr. 
Reap had permission to introduce a-bill prohibit- 
ing, for a limited time, the exportation of arms 
i and ammunition ; which bill was read a first time, 
and ordered to the second reading. 


| i Wepnespay, May 31. 


| The bill prohibiting, for a limited time, the ex- 
‘portation of arms and ammunition, was read the 
second time,and referred to Messrs. ReaD, Brown, 
and BLoopwortu, to consider and report thereon 
to the Senate. 
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Tuurspay, June 1. 

Mr. Livermore, from the committee appointed 
for the purpose, reported a bill to prevent citizens 
of the United States privateering against nations 
in amity, or against citizens of the United States; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to the 
second reading. 


Fripay, June 2. ; 

Mr..Reap, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill prohibiting, for a limited time, 
the exportation of arms and ammunition, reported 
sundry amendments; which were read and 
adopted. . 

, Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing, as amended. : 

The bill. to prevent citizens of the United 
States. privateering against nations in amity, or 
against citizens of the United States, was read 
the second time, and ordered to the third reading. 

The Vice Presipent laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Treasurer of the United 
States, accompanying his specie account for the 
quarter. ending the 31st of March last, together 
with his account of receipts and expenditures in 
the War Department, for the same period ; which 
were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


A ar Monpay, June 5. 

The bill prohibiting, for gglimited time, the ex- 
portation of arms and am@@bnition, and for en- 
couraging the importation thereof, was read the 
third time; and, being further amended, 

Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- 
grossed; and that the title thereof be, “An act 
prohibiting, fora limited time, the exportation of 
arms and ammunition, and for encouraging the 
importation thereof.” . 

The bill to prevent citizens of the United 
States privateering against nations in amity with, 
or against citizens of, the United States, was read 
the third time. 


Resolved, That. this bill. pass; that it be en- | 


grossed ;"and that the title thereof be “An act to 
prevent citizens of the United States privateer- 
ing against nations in amity with, or against citi- 
zens of, the United States.” 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred so much of the President’s Speech as 
relates to providing means of additional defence, 
by an augmentation of the regular artillery and 
cavalry, and making arrangements for forming a 
provisional army, reported a bill; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to the second reading. 


Turspay, June 6. 
Mr. Lanepon presented to the Senate the peti- 


A 2 + 7 
tion of Samuel Cutts and others, merchants, of | P8 twenty guns each, 


the State of New Hampshire, ‘praying compensa- 
tion for certain spoliations committed -on -their 
property, in the prosecution of fair and legal com- 
merce, by the armed : vessels of foreign: nations; 
which petition was read > : ee 
Ordered, That it lie on the table. wot 


The bill for raising and organizing aw addi- 
tional corps of artillerists and engineers was read. 
the second time, and ordered to the third reading. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred so much of the President’s Speech as 
relates to providing means of additional defence, 
by an augmentation of the regular artillery and 
cavalry, and making arrangements for forming. a 
provisional army, reported a‘ bill ; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to the second reading: 
. Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to. whom 
was referred so much of the President’s Speech as 
relates to the establishment of a permanent sys- 
tem of naval defence, and authorizing the. arm- 
ing of vessels the property of individuals, re- 
ported a bill; which was read the first time, and 
ordered to the second reading. 


Wepnespay, June 7. caer 
The bill providing for the protection of the 
trade of the United States was read the second 
time; and, after debate, ba et : 
Ordered, That the further consideration the: 
of be postponed until to-morrow. oe 
The bill for raising and organizing an ad 
tional corps of artillerists aud engineers was: 
the third time; and being further amended, 
the final passage of the bill, it was determin 
the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 8, as follows 
Yxas—Messrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Goodhi 
Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Lawrence, Lit 
Marshall, Paine, Read, Ross, Rutherfurd, Sed 
Stockton, Tichenor, Tracy, and Vining. 9° 
Naxs—Messrs. Blount, Bradford, Cocke, 
Martin, Mason, Tazewell, and Tattnall... 
So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that 
be engrossed ; and that the title thereof be “ 
act for raising and organizing an additional 
of artillerists and engineers.” ay as 


Taourspay, June 8. 


A message from the House of Representatives - 
informed the Senate that the House have passed. 
the bill, sent from the Senate for concurrence 
titled “An act prohibiting, for a limited tim 
exportation of arms and ammunition, and-for 
couraging the importation thereof,” with amer 
ments; in which they desire the concurrence i 
the Senate. ees ones 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the «> 
bill providing for the protection of the trade of © 
the United States. k E 
On motion, to strike out of the first sectio 
following words: ; P an 
“ And also to procure, by purchase-or otherwisë, and 
cause to be fitted out, manned, and employed, a num- 
ber of vessels, not exceeding nine, to.carry not exceed- 


It, was determined inthe negative—yeas.11, 
nays 8, as. follows: GEL ae 
` Yzas—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Brown, Co: 
Hunter, Langdon, ‘Livermore, Martin, Mason, Taze 
well, and Tattnall (0060 DS A 

Naxzs—Messrs. Bradford; Foster, Goodhue, He 
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Hillhouse, ‘Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Marshall, 
, Paine, Read, Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, 
Tichenor, Tracy, and Vining. 


Frinay, June 9. 


The Senate proceeded to. consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
sent from ‘the Senate for concurrence, entitled 
“ An’ act prohibiting, for a limited time, the ex- 
portation of arms and ammunition, and for en- 
couraging the importation thereof.” 

Ordered, That the amendments be referred to 
Messrs. Ross, Reap, and Brown, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. ae 

‘A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate-that-the House have passed 
the bill, sent from the Senate for concurrence, 
entitled “ An act to: prevent citizens of the Uni- 
ted States privateering against nations in amity 
with, or against citizens of, the United States,” 

with amendments, in which they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

“The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill Providing. for the protection of the trade of 
the United States, and it was agreed to amend 
the third section to read as follows: 
“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent of the United States may employ the said frigates, 
and the said vessels, to protect the ships and cargoes 

_ belonging solely to ‘the citizens of the United States, 
„and also the harbors and seacoast of the United States, 
in such manner, and under such regulations, as shall 
in no ways contravene either the Jaws of nations or 
pany existing treaties between the United States and 
foreign nations.’ : . 
-» On motion; further to amend the section, by 
g out the words “and also,” and, in lieu 
‘thereof, inserting “within,” and in the following 
line, before the word “seacoast,” to insert the 
words “on the,” it was determined in the nega- 
‘tive—yeas 13, nays 15, as follows: 

Yxss—Messrs, Bloodworth, Blount, Cocke, Foster, 
Hillhouse, Hunter, Langdon, Livermore, Martin, Mar- 
shall, Mason, Tazewell, and Tattnall. 

_Nays—Messts. Bingham, Bradford, Brown, Good- 
hue, Henry; Latimer, Laurance, Paine, Read, Ross, 
Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tichenor, and Tracy. 
On motion, to agree to the section as amended, 
‘jt was determined: in the affirmative—yeas 15, 
nays-13, as follows: 

-: ¥eas—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Goodhue, Henry, 
Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Paine, Read, Ross, Ruth- 
` erfard, Sedgwick, Stockton- Tichenor, and Tracy. 

> Nars>—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Brown, Cocke, 
Foster, Hunter, Langdon, Livermore, Martin, Marshall, 
ason, Tazewell, and Tattnall. - 


recommitted. 


lopted, w ich 


Resolved, That the Senate do concur in the said 
amendments. ae 

Ordered, That Mr. Ticuenor be appointed a 
committee for enrolled bills, on the part of the 
Senate, jointly with such committee as may be 
appointed for that purpose on the part of the 
House of Representatives. 


Monpay, June 12. 


Ordered, That the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill, entitled “ An act to 
prevent citizens of the United States privateering 
against nations in amity with, or against citizens 
of, the United States,” be referred to the commit- 
tee who originally reported the bill, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. l 

Mr. Goopuvs reported, from the. committee to 
whom was referred the bill providing for the pro- 
tection of. the trade of the United States, and the 
report was read. 

Ordered, That it be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

The bill for raising an additional corps of light 
dragoons was read the second time. 

Ordered, That the:further consideration there- 
of be postponed until to-morrow. ; 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
informed the Senate that the House concur in the’ 
resolution of the Senate, appointing a joint com- 
mittee on enrolled bills, and have appointed a 
committee on their gat. 


Tuespay, June 13. 


Mr. LIVERMORE, from the committee to whom 
was referred the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill, entitled “An act to 
prevent citizens of the United States privateering 
against nations in amity with, or against citizens 
of the United States,” reported that the same be 
adopted. 

Resolved, That the Senate do concur in the said 
amendments. : 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the bill pro- 
viding for the protection of the trade of the United 
States, ; 

On motion, to strike out the eighth: section, as 
reported by the committee, as follows: 


“Sec. 8 And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be, and he is hereby,.author- 
ized and empowered, should he deem it expedient, to ` 
cause to be procured, by purchase or otherwise, and to 
be fitted out, manned, and employed, a number of ves- 
sels, not exceeding nine, to carry not exceeding twenty 
guns each :” : 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 12, 
nays 15, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Brown, Cocke, 
Foster, Hunter, Langdon, Livermore, Martin, Mason, 
Tattnall, and Tazewell. : _ ; 

-Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Goodhue, Henry, 
Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Marshall, Paine, Read, 
Rutherfurd, Stockton, 'Tichenor, Tracy, and Vining. 


` And the report, being amended, was adopted. 
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On motion, it was agreed to expunge the second 
section of the original bill; and the other sections 
of the original bill being amended, it was order- 
ed that-it pass to the third reading as amended. 

‘The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for raising an additional corps of light edra- 
goons; and, after progress, the further considera- 
tion thereof was postponed. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or rae UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


I have received information from the Commissioner, 
appointed on the part of the United States, pursuant 


to the third. article of our treaty with ‘Spain, that: the | 


running and. marking of the -boundary ‘line, between 
the colonies of East and West Florida, and the terri: 
tory.of the United States, have :been delayed by the 
officers. of His Catholic Majesty; and that they have 
declared their intention to maintain his jurisdiction, 
and to suspend the withdrawing his :troops from the 
military posts they occupy within the territory of the 
United States, until the two: Governments shall, by ne- 
gotiation, have. settled the meaning of the second arti- 
cle, respecting the withdrawing of the troops, garrisons, 
or settlements, of either party, in the territory of the 
other; that is, whether, when the Spanish garrisons 
withdraw, they are to leave the works standing, or to 
demolish them ; and, until, by an additional article: to 
the treaty, the real property of the inhabitants shall be 
secured; and, likewise, until the Spanish officers are 
sure the Indians. will be pacific. The two first ques- 
tions, if to be determined by negotiation, might be made 
subjects of discussion for years, and as no limitation of 
time can be prescribed to the other, a certainty in the 
- opinion of the Spanish officers that the Indians will be 
pacific, it will be impossible to. suffer it to remain an 
obstacle to the fulfilment of the treaty.on the part of 
Spain. 

TTo remove the first difficulty, I have determined to 
leave it to the discretion of the officers of His Catholic 
“Majesty, when they withdraw his troops from the forts 
within the territory of the United States, either to leave 
the works standing, or to demolish them; and to re- 
move the second, I shall cause an assurance to be pub- 
lished, and to be particularly communicated to the Min- 
ister of His Catholic Majesty, and to the Governor of 
Louisiana, that the settlers or occupants of the lands in 
question, shall not be disturbed in their possessions by 
the troops of the United States; but, on the contrary, 
that they shall be protected in all their lawful claims; 
and to prevent or remove every doubt on this point, it 
merits the consideration of Congress, whether it will 
not be expedient, immediately, to pass a law, giving 
positive assurances to those inhabitants, who, by fair 
and regular grants, or by occupancy, have obtained 
‘legal titles or equitable claims to lands in that country, 
prior to the final ratification of the treaty between the 
United States and Spain, on the twenty-fifth of April, 
1796. 

This country is rendered peculiarly. valuable by its 
inhabitants, who are represented to amount to nearly 
four thousand, generally well affected, and much at- 
tached to the United States, and zealous for the estab- 
lishment of a government under their authority. 

I, ‘therefore, recommend: to your. consideration the 
expediency of erecting a government in the district of 
the Natchez, similar to that established for the territory 


northwest of the river Ohio, but with certain modifica 
tions, relative to titles or claims. of land, whether of. in- 
dividuals or companies, or to claims of jurisdiction of 


| any individual State. y 
| JOHN ADAMS. | 
Unrrep Staves, June 12, 1797. ; 


| The Message and papers were read, and ordered 
to lie for consideration. . os 


| Wepnespay, June 14. eee 
|. Ordered, That the Message of the President of 
| the United States, of the 12th instant, with the 
papers accompanying it, be referred to Messrs. 
Tracy, Brown, and Ross, to consider ‘and report 
thereon to the Senate. i aes 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for raising an additional ‘corps of light dra- 
| goons; which was amended, and on:the question 
to agree to the third reading of the bill, it was de- 
termined in the negative—yeas 13, nays 15, as 
follows: i l 5 BOP Hai 

Yzss—Messrs. Bingham, Goodhue, Latimer, Lau- 
rance, Livermore, Marshall, Paine, Read, Rutherfurd, 
Sedgwick, Stockton, Tichenor, and Tracy. Beet 

Naxs—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Bradford, Brown, 
Cocke, Foster, Henry, Hillhouse, Hunter, Langdon, 
| Martin, Mason, Ross, Tattnall, and ‘Tazewell... < 


So it was Resolved, That this bill do not pass. 


Tuurspay, June 15. 


The bill providing for the protection” 
trade of the United States was read th 
time; and, on the final passage of the bill, 
amended, it was determined in the affirma 
yeas 16, nays 13, as follows: Be 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Goodhue, Hen- 
| ry, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Paine, Read, Ross, 
Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tichenor, Tracy, and 
Vining. Le : aa 
Naxs—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Brown, Cocke, 
Foster, Hunter, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, 
Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. i 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed, and that the title thereof be “An. 
act providing for the protection of the trade of 
the United States.” ` OE GE Ges 

Mr. Goopuvs notified the Senate thathe should; =; 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to prevent. 
the arming of private ships, except in certain’: 
cases, and under certain regulations. aoe 


Frinay, June 16.: Bee 
Agreeably to notice given yesterday; Mr. Goon- 
HUE obtained leave to introduce -abill to:prevent 
the arming of private ships, except in -certain 
cases, and under certain regulations ; which was 
read the first time, and ordered ‘to the second 
reading. Pe LA i peme reigi 
A message from the House of Representati 
informed the. Senate that the: House have p: 
a bill entitled “An act-to provide for the fu : 
defence of the ports and harbors of the Unite 
States ;” in which they désire the coneurrence’of: 
the Senate. AER Se 
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‘Fhe bill was read the first and second time, and | to Messrs. TazeweLt, Henry, and Brown, to 
referred to Messrs: Laurance, Henry, and.Reap, | consider and report thereon to the Senate. 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to provide 
for the further defence of the ports and harbors of 
Satorpay, June 17. | the United States,” was read the third time. 
The bill to prevent the arming of private ships, | On motion, to strike out the third section of the 
except in certain cases, and under certain regula- | bill, as follows: 
tions, was read the second time; and, after debate, | «Src, 3, And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof | dent of the United States be, and he is hereby, empow- 
be postponed until Monday next. | ered to authorize any of the States, which were found 
i indebted to the United States in a settlement of ac- 
counts between them and the respective States, to ex- 
; ; pend, under his direction, the sums respectively due 
Mr. Laurance, from the committee to whom | from them, in fortifying their ports and harbors; and 
was referred the bill entitled “An act to provide | the sums, which may beso expended, shall be passed to 
for the further defence of the ports and harbors of the credit of the said States, on account of the balances . 
t 


Monpay, June 19. 


the United States,” reported that the bill pass found and reported by the commissioners for settling 
‘without amendment. the accounts between the United States and the indi- 


Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading, | vidual States, to be due from the said States to the 
A message from the Hors of Representalive United States : Provided, The said States shall and do 


informed the Senate that the House have passed | Cede to the United States the lands or places on which 
sill entitled “An act directing the appointment such fortifications shall be so erected, in cases where 
of agents, in relation to the sixth article of the | Pe lands are the property of sach SH ee 
Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, be- | __It was determined in the negative—yeas 9, nays 
tween the United States and Great Britain,” and 18, as follows: 

-à bill entitled “ An act in addition to an act enti- ; Yzas—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Brown, Cocke, 
tled ‘An act concerning the registering and re- | Langdon, Marshall, Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. 
cording of ships and vessels?” in which they de- Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Foster, Good- 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. hue, Henry, Hillhouse, Hunter, Latimer, Laurance, 

The bill last. mentioned was read twice; and Livermore, Paine, Read; Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, 

“referred to Messrs. Goopuun, Binanam, and | Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 

ANGDON, to consider and report thereon to the! Resolved, That this bill pass. 


Senate. | A message from the House of Representatives 
_ The bill first mentioned in the message was | informed the Senate that the House do not con- 
read, and ordered to the second reading. | cur in the bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the | act for raising and organizing an additional corps 
bill to prevent the arming of private ships, except | of artillerists and engineers.” 
Mm certain cases, and under certain regulations;| A motion was made, to.add, after the 14th rule, 


and, after debate, | a new one, as follows: 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof | And when a motion shall be made for striking out 
be postponed. | any period, section, or clause, in a report, resolution, or 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was | bill, it shall always be in order to move any amend- 
teferred so much of the President’s Speech as | ment or amendments of such period, section, or clause, 
relates to providing means of additional defence, | and such amendment, or amendments, shall always be 
by an augmentation of the regular artillery and | decided before the question on striking out is put.” 
cavalry, and making arrangements for forming aj; And, after debate, 
provisional army, reported a bill, which was read | Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
the first time, and ordered to the second reading. | be postponed. - 


: | 

+Turespay, June 20. i 
‘ A message from thé House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill entitled “An act directing a detachment 
from the militia of the United States,” in which 


Wepnespay, June 21. 


Mr. Laurance, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
directing a detachment from the militia of the 


>< they desire the concurrence of the Senate i 
ire € o! . | United States,” reporte i s wi 
; The bill w read twice, and referred to Messrs. | amendment. - pone that she bill pase without 
RANCE, JAZEWELL, and. BRADFORD, to con- i is bi i adi 
rand report thereon to the Sai | Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 


i : | Mr. Goopuug, from the commi 
he , fi ittee to whom ; 
ft a pi, oo the ee £. Representa- | was referred the biil, sent from the House of Re- |} 
veeoneurrer ce, entitle Pe ict directing presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act i` 
he tose ees: in relation to the'sixth | in addition to an act entitled “An act concerning + 
Hic he Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and the registering and di hi eet 
-> Navigation, between the United States and Great i sels,” reported sundry. athends mer Chee vere! 
= Britain,” was read the second time, and referred | read and adopted. ae joel, g vee AE 


ee 
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Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. : 


Faipay, June 23.0 = 4 
A message from the House of Representatives 


_The Senate resumed the second reading of the | informed the Senate that the House agree to the 
bill to prevent the arming of private ships, except | amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 


in certain cases, and under certain regulations. 


“An act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act 


Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. TRACY, | concerning the registering and recording of ships 
TAZEWELL, GOODHUE, Livermore, and Bineuam, | and vessels.” a ee 


to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 


Mr. TAZEWELL, from the committee to whom 


The bill to enable the President of the United | was referred the bill, entitled “An act directing 
States, under certain restrictions, to raise a pro- | the appointment of agents in relation to the sixth 
visional army, was read the second time; and, | article of the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and 


after debate, 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until to-morrow. 


THURSDAY, June 22. 


The following Message was received fromthe 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate - 


Navigation, between the United States and Great 


| Britain,” reported sundry amendments; which 
| were read. : S 


Ordered, That they be printed for the usé of 
the Senate. : 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives for the 
adjournment of the two Houses of Congress on 


| the 28th instant; and, after debate, 


Ordered, That the further consideration there- 


Having sent the report and documents which accom- | of be postponed until Tuesday next. : 


pany.this Message to the House of Representatives, in 
compliance with their desire, expressed in their. reso- 
lution of the tenth of this month, I think it proper to 
send duplicates to. the Senate for their information. 
JOHN ADAMS. 


. Unrren Starss, June 22; 1797. 


‘The Message was read, and ordered to lie on 

the table. 
_ he bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act directing 
a detachment. from the militia of the United 
States,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, that this bill pass. z 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act in addition to 
an act, entitled ‘An act concerning the register- 
ing and recording of ships and vessels,” was read 
the third time. ý 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

-A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a resolution “That the President of the Senate, 
and the Speaker of the. House of Representa- 
tives, be authorized to close the present session 
by adjourning their respective Houses on the 
twenty-cighth day of this month ;” in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 

‘bill to enable the President of the United States, 
under certain restrictions, to raise a provisional 
“army ; and, after debate, 

The question was taken on the third reading of 
the bill; and it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 9, nays 17, as follows: 

Yxuas-——Messrs. Goodhue, Laurance, Marshall, Read, 
Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Tichenor, and Tracy. 

Nars — Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Bradford, 
Brown, Cocke, Foster, Hunter, Hillhouse, Howard, 
Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, Martin, Mason, Paine, 
Tattnall, and. Tazewell. : re 

‘So the bill was lost. 


Mr. Reap notified the Senate that he should, 
to-morrow, request leave to introduce a bill’ em- 
owering the President of the United States.to 
ay, regulate, and revoke, embargoes, during the 
recess of Congress. wee 
Mr. Tracy notified the Senate that he should, 
to-morrow, request leave to introduce a bill 
directing the period at which the next session of 
Congress shall commence. ce 
The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
made the 20th instant foran additional rule; and, 
it was agreed to postpone the consideration there- 
of until the next session of Congress. a 


Sarurpay, June 24.. 


The following confidential Message was re- 
ceived from the Prestipenr or THE UNITED. 
STATES: ; ; F 
Gentlemen of the Senate and 

of the House of Representatives : 

The Dey of Algiers has manifested a predilection for 
American built vessels, and, in consequence, has des 
sired that two vessels might be constructed and equip- 
ped, as cruisers, according to the choice and ‘taste. of 
Captain O’Brien. The cost of two such vessels, built 
with live oak and cedar, and coppered, with guns and 
all other equipments complete, is estimated at forty-five: 
thousand dollars. The expense of navigating them to 
Algiers may, perhaps, be compensated, by the freight 
of the stores with which they may be loaded on account 
of our stipulations by treaty with the Dey. ee 

A compliance:with the Dey’s request appears to me 
to.be of serious importance. He will repay the whole 
expense of building and equipping the two: vessels., atid 
as he has advanced the price of our peace with Tripoli, 


and become pledged.for that of Tunis, the United. 


States seem to be under peculiar obligations to provide 
this accommodation; and. I trust that Congress will 
authorize the advance of money necessary for. 
purpose. ree 

It also appears to be of importance to- pla 
giers a person as Consul, in whose integrity 
much confidence may be placed; to whom: 
able latitude’ of discretion: should. be -allowe 


» for the 


< 
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interest of the United. States: in relation to their com- 
merce. That country is so-remote asto render it im- 
practicable for. the Consul to ask and receive instruc- 
tions in sudden emergencies. He may sometimes find 
it necessary to make instant engagements for money, 
or- its equivalent, to prevent greater expenses or more 
sétious evils. We can hardly hope to escape occasions 
of discontent proceeding from the Regency; or arising 
from the misconduct, or even the misfortunes, of our 
commercial vessels navigating in the Mediterranean 
sea; and unless the causes of discontent are speedily 


removed, the resentment of the Regency may be ex- |. 


erted with precipitation on our defenceless citizens, and 
their property, and thus occasion a tenfold expense to 
the United States. For these reasons it appears to me 
to be expedient to`vest the Consul at Algiers with a 
degree of discretionary power, which can be requisite 
inno other situation, And to encourage a person de- 
serving the public. confidence to. accept so. expensive 
and responsible a situation, it appears indispensable to 
allow him a handsome salary. I should confer on such 
a Consul a superintending power over the Consulates 
for the States of Tunis and Tripoli, especially in re- 
spect to: pecuniary engagements, which should not be 
made without his approbation 

“While the present salary of two thousand dollars a 
year appears adequate to the Consulates of Tunis and 
Tripoli, twice that sum probably will be requisite for 


Algiers. 
a i JOHN ADAMS. 
Unirep Srarzs, June 23, 1797. 


Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 
Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Reap 
tained. permission to introduce a bill to autho- 
T be. President of the United States to lay, 
regulate, and revoke embargoes; which was read, 
and ordered to the second reading. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence, entitled “An act directing the appoint- 
ment of agents, in relation to the sixth article of 
the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, 
between the United States and Great Britain ;” 
which were in part addpted. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. 
SoA message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House ask a confer- 
ence on the act passed the last session of Con- 
gress, entitled “An act to alter the time of the 
next meeting of Congress;” and have appointed 
a committee for the purpose on their part. 
.. A message Hore tee, House of Representatives 
informed the. Senate*that the House concur in 
the bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “ An act 
toviding for the. protection of the. trade of the 


Inited.. States”. with amendments; in which f 


~ they desirethe'concurrence: ofthe Senate. - 

greeably -të notice. given. yesterday, Mr. 
y -obtained permission to “introduce a bill 
i time for the next meeting of 


a 
“ Cong’ : BEA a 
The amendments.of the House of Representa- 
sto the bill, entitled “An act providing for 
nof the trade of the United States,” 


- Ordered, That they be printed 
the Senate. 

“Mr. Tracy, from the. committee to whom was 
referred the bill to prevent the arming of private 
ships, except in certain cases, and under certain 
regulations, reported sundry amendments ; which 
were read. S 

Ordered, That they be printed for the use of the 
Senate. - 


for the use of 


Monpay, June 26. 


The ‘bill to authorize the President of the 
United States to lay, regulate, and revoke embar- 
goes, was read the second time. i 

On motion to expunge the first section of the 
bill, as follows: 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That the President. of the United 
States be, and he hereby is, authorized and empowered, 
whenever in his opinion the public safety shall so re- 
quire, tò lay an embargo on all ships and vessels in the 
ports of the United States; or upon the ships and ves- 
sels of the United States, or the ships and vessels of 
any foreign nation; or upon ships and vessels of the 
United States, or of any foreign nation, destined to any 
particular foreign ports or places, under such regulations 
as the circumstances of the case may require, and: to 
continue or revoke the same whenever he shall think 
proper. And the President is hereby fully authorized 
to give all such orders to the officers of the United 
States as may be necessary to carry the same into full 
effect: Provided, The authority aforesaid shall not be 
exercised while the Congress of the United States shall 
be in session; and any embargo which may be laid by 
the President as aforesaid shall cease and determine in 
fifteen days from the actual. meeting of Congress next 
after laying the same.” ; 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 12, 
nays 15, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Bradford, Brown, 
Cocke, Henry, Langdon, Livermore, Martin, Mason, 
Tattnall and Tazewell. 

Naxys—Messrs. Bingham, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Howard, Hunter, Latimer, Marshall, Paine, 
Read, Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Agreeably to notice given on the 24th instant, 
Mr. Tracy had leave to introduce a bill to ascer- 
tain the time for the next meeting of Congress; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

The resolution’ of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 24th instant, asking a conference on 
the act, entitled “ An act to alter the time for the 
next meeting of Congress,” was considered. 

Resolved, That the Senate do not agree to the 
proposed conference. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
entitled “An act providing for the protection of 
the trade of the United States.” A 

Resolved, That they agree to the amendments 
to- the 2d, 4th, and 5th sections, and disagree to:all 
the other amendments ‘to the said bill. =- 

_ The bill, sent from the House-of- Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An aet directing 
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the appointment of agents in relation to the sixth 
atticle of the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and 
Navigation, between the United States and Great 
Britain,” was read the third time; and, being fur- 
ther amended, 

Resolved, That. this: bill pass with amendments. 


Tuespay, June 27. 


The bill to ascertain the time for the next meet- 

ing of Congress was read the second time. 

On motion, to insert “ December,” in place of 

` “November,” in the first enacting clause ; it passed 
in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 12, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Brown, Henry, 
Howard, Hunter, Latimer, Mason, Read, Ross, Ruth- 
erfurd; Sedgwick, Stockton, Tattnall, Tazewell, and 
Vining. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bloodworth, Cocke, Foster, Goodhue, 
Hillhouse, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, 
Paine, Tichenor, and Tracy. 

And:the bill being further amended, 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

‘The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives for an ad- 
journment of Congress on the 28th instant, and it 
was agreed to amend the resolution, by inserting 

. “the 3d of July” for the time of adjournment. 

On motion, to agree to'the resolution as amend- 
ed, it passed in the negative. 

‘A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House disagree to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill entitled 
“An act directing the appointment of agents in 
relation to the sixth article of the Treaty of Amity, 
Commerce, and Navigation, between the United 
States and Great Britain” 

” They have passed a bill entitled, “An act lay- 
ing duties on licenses for selling foreign wines and 
foreign distilled spirituous liquors by retail,” and 
a bill entitled “ An act to continue in force, for a 
limited time, the act, and sections of acts, therein 
mentioned;” in which bills they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate; : 

They insist on their amendments to the bill, en- 
titled “ An act providing for the protection of the 
trade of. the United States,” ask a conference 
thereon, and have appointed managers on their 


art. 

The bills last brought from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were read and ordered -to a second 
reading. 

. The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution: of the House of Representatives on 
their amendments to the bill entitled “ An act di- 
recting the appointment of agents in relation to 
the sixth article. of the Treaty of Amity, Com- 
merce; and Navigation, between the United States 
and Great Britain.” hereupon, : 

Resolved, That they do recede from their said 
amendments. » i 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion -of the House of Representatives asking a 


Houses on the bill entitled. “ An act providing for 
the protection of the trade of the United: States.”. 


conference on the disagreeing votes of the. two: 


| 


ee ee gt 


Resolved, That they do agree to the proposed 
conferencé, and that Messrs. TazeweLi and Goon- - 
HUE be managers at the same on the part of ‘the 
Senate. : ; uas 

Mr. Hunter presented the petition of Stephe 
Drayton, late a deputy quartermaster general in 
the American Army, praying for liquidation and 
payment of certain demands against the United 
States, therein mentioned; which was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Secretary 


_| for the Department of War, to consider and re- 


port thereon to the Senate at the next session of 
Congress. 

The bill to authorize the President of the Uni- 
ted States to lay, regulate, and revoke embargoes, 
was read the third time. 

On the final passage of the bill, it was deter: 
mined in the negative—yeas 12, nays 15, as fol- 
lows: mo 
Yuas—Messrs. Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, How- 
ard, Hunter, Latimer, Read, Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedg- 
wick, Stockton, and Tracy. i 
Nays—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount; Bradford, Brown, 
Cocke, Henry, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, 
Mason, Paine, Tattnall, Tazewell, and ‘Tichenor. t 
So it was Resolved, That this bildo not pass. 


Wepnespay, June 28. 


The bill, sent from the House of Represent 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act. to 


tinue in force, for a limited time, the act, and sec- 
tions of acts, therein mentioned,” was read. t 
second time, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, He 
RY, and Bioopworrs, to consider and re 
thereon to the Senate. F 

Mr. TazewELL reported from the commi 
appointed on the part of the Senate, to coni 
the amendments to the bill, entitled “An ac 
viding for the protection of the trade of the Uni- 
ted States,” that the committee could not agree 
to a report. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Senate adhere to their dis- 
agreement to the amendment to the first amend- 
ment. f E 

On motion, to recede from their disagreement - 
to the amendment for adding three additional. 
sections to the end of the bill, it was determined 
in the affirmative. l Fe 

On motion, to amend the said amendment, a; 
question of order was by the Vice PRESIDENT.. 
submitted to the Senate, to wit: © 2... :$ 

Is it in order, in the present.case, for the Sen- 
ate to recede from their disagreement to. an’ 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and 
agree to the same with an amendment? And it: 
was determined in the affirmative. ee 

And on the question to agree to the said amend-. 
ment to the amendment of the House-of. Repre- 
sentatives, it passed in the negative. 0.0 A 

Resolved, That the Senate recede from their 
disagreement to all the amendments to the sai 
bill, except the first. Be gee ; 

The bill, sent from the. House of. Represen 
tives for concurrence, entitled.“ An: act Jayi 
duties on licenses for selling. foreign wines an 
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foreign distilled spirituous liquors by retail,” was; The Senate proceeded to consider the amend 
read.the second time, and referred to Messrs. | ments of the House of Representatives to the bi 
Parnz, Ross, and Goopnvr, to consider and re- | entitled “An act to ascertain the time for the next 


port thereon to the Senate. | meeting of Congress ;” and, ; 

The bill to ascertain the time for the next meet- Resolved, That they do concur therein. 
ing of Congress was read the third time, and: Mr. Rean, from the committee to whom was 
amended. i referred the letter from the Comptroller of the 


Ordered, That this bill pass; that it be en-| Treasury to the Secretary of the Senate, reported 
grossed ; and that the title thereof be “ An act to | a bill for allowing full mileage to the members of 
ascertain the time for the next meeting of Con- | the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
gress” | United States; which was read twice by unani- 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of | mous consent, and ordered to the third reading. 
the committee, to whom was referred the bill to} Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
prevent the arming of private ships, except in| referred the Message of the President of the 
certain cases, and under certain regulations ; and, | United States, of the 12th instant, reported a 
after debate, the further consideration thereof was | bill for confirming the titles to certain holders of 


postponed until to-morrow. | lands in the southwestern part of the United 
| States; which was read and ordered to the second 
Tuorspay, June 29. | reading. 


Mr. Tracy further reported, from the commit- 


Pai Pa en E ome to wes wasi tee last mentioned, on that part of the Message 
peers E ssent irom tie led © A ©pre- | which recommends the Si eatin of erecting a 
sentanives tor concurrence, entitle m act to | government in the district of the Natchez, similar 


continue in force, for a limited time, the act, and í to that established for the territory northwest of 


: ; : s r 
sections of acts, therein mentioned,” reported that | the river Ohio, that the committee could come to 
it pass without amendment. 


Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading. | °° Tesoluton; 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they recede from their 
first amendment disagreed to by the Senate to the ; 
bill entitled “ An act providing for the protection} James Gunn, from the State of Georgia, at- 
of the trade of the United States.” tended. . é , 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the], The bill for confirming the titles to certain 
report of the committee to whom was referred holders of lands in the southwestern part of the 
the bill to prevent the arming of private ships,| United States, was read the second time; and, 
except in certain cases, and under certain vale: i after debate, ; . 
tions; and, having amended the report, Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
. Ordered, That it be recommitted, together with | be postponed until Monday next. oat 
the amendment thereto, to Messrs. Marsuatt,| A message from the House of Representatives 


Ross, and Reap, to consider and report thereon | informed the Senate that the House disagree to 
to the Senate. | some, and agree to other, amendments of the Sen- 


Sarorpay, July 1. 


ate, with an amendment to, the bill, entitled “An 
Frıpay, June 30 ; act to continue in force, for a limited time, the 
? d | act and sections of acts therein mentioned ;” 
The Vice Presipenr laid before the Senate a! They have passed a bill, entitled “ An act for 
letter from the Comptroller of the Treasury a reviving and continuing suits and process in the 
the Secretary of the Senate, with the copy of a | Circuit Court for the district of North Carolina,” 
letter in answer to one from the Speaker of the} in which they desire the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives, on the law providing | Senate. 
compensation to the members of Congress; which; Mr. Hitiaovse notified the Senate that he 
was read. should, on Monday, ask leave to introduce a bill 
Ordered, That they be referred to Messrs. | further to authorize the transfer of stock standing 
Reap, Srocxron, and Livermore, to consider | to the credit of certain States. 
and report thereon to the Senate, by bill or other-| Mr. Paine, from the committee to whom was 
wise. | referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 


A message from the House of Representatives | sentatives for concurrence. entitled “An actlaying 
informed the Senate that the House concur in the | duties on licenses for selling foreign wines and 
bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An act to foreign distilled spirituous liquors by retail,” re- 
-ascertain the time for the next meeting of Con- ported sundry amendments, which were read. 
gress,” with amendments, in which they desire; Ordered, That they be printed for the use of 
“the concurrence of the Senate. | the Senate. 

--The-bill, sent from the House of Representa-; The bill for allowing full mileage to the mem- 
"tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to continue | bers of the Senate and House of Representatives 
in force, for a limited time, the act-and sections | of the United States, was read the third time. 

-of actsctherein mentioned,’ was read the third Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- 
v time yand, being further amended, ~- grossed ; and that the title thereof be “An act for 
< ltesolved, That this bill pass with amendments: allowing full mileage to themembers of the Sen- 
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ate and House of Representatives 
States.” Í 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “ An act for reviving and 
continuing suits and process in the Circuit Court 
for the district of North Carolina,” was read the 
first time, and, by unanimous consent, the bill was 
read the second and third times. 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
* An act to continue in force, for a limited time, 
the act and sections of acts therein mentioned.” 

Resolved, That they do recede from their 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and agree to their amendment to the 
amendment. ` 

‘Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the confidential Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, of the 23d of June 
last; reported a bill, in addition to the law of the 
United States, concerning Consuls and Vice Con- 
suls; which was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 


of the United 


Monpay, July 3. 


Agreeably to notice given on the first instant 
Mr. Hittuovss obtained leave to introduce a bili 


further to authorize the transfer of the stock 


standing to the credit of certain States; which 
was read, and by unanimous consent the bill was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Hitunovuse, Laurance, and Tracy, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. 

~The bill in addition to the law of the United 
States concerning Consuls and Vice Consuls, was 
read the second time, and by unanimous consent 
it was read the third time. 

On motion that the compensation provided be 
three thousand, instead of four thousand dollars, 
it passed in the negative. A s 

Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- 
grossed; and that the title thereof be “ An act, in 
addition to the law-of the United States concern- 
ing Consuls and Vice Consuls.” 

“A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill entitled “An act laying duties on stamped 
vellum, parchment, and paper,” in which the 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. ee: 

The bill last brought from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, was read, and by 


unanimous consent the bill was read the second | 


time, and referred to Messrs. Ross, Tracy, and 
Binewam, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. l 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
Gentlemen of the Senate, 

and House of Representatives : 

The whole of the intelligence which has for some 
time past been received. from abroad, the correspon- 
dence between this Governmentand the Ministers of the 


‘belligerent Powers residing here, and the advices from | Ordered, That the Senate be; for’ th 


5th Con. —2 


‘duties’ on licenses for selling foreign wines 


the officers of the United States, civil and military, upon 
the’ frontiers, all conspire. to show, in. a very: strong 
light, the critical situation of our country. That -Con- 
gress might be enabled to form.a more perfect judgment: 
of it, and of the measures necessary to be taken, I have 
directed the proper officers to prepare such collections: 
of extracts from the public correspondence as might 
afford the clearest information. The reports made to - 
me, from: the Secretary of State and the Secretary. of 
War, with a collection of documents from each of them, 
are now communicated to both Houses of Congress. I 
have desired that the Message, reports, and documents, 
may be considered as confidential, merely that the mem: 
bers of both Houses of Congress may be apprized. of 
their contents before they should be made public: As 
soon as the two Houses shall have heard them, I shall 
submit to their discretion the publication of the whole or 
any such parts of them as they shall judge necessary or 
expedient for the public good. es 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Uniren Stratus, July 3, 1797, oes ais 
The Message and papers were. read. ae 
On motion, the copy of a letter communicated 
withthe Message was again read, in the hearing 
of Mr. Buount, who was absent when it was read 
the first time: and who, on being requested ‘to de- 
clare whether he was the author of ‘this letter ‘or 
not, observed, that he wrote a letter to Carey, ba 
was unable to say whether the copy was a correc 
one or not, without recurrence to his papers ; and 
desired that he- might have until to-morrow to’ 


reply. vs 
Ordered, That the Message and papers lie for 

consideration. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 

the committee on the bill entitled “ An act lay g 


foreign distilled spirituous liquors by retail;” and; 
after debate, : Re 

Ordered, That the further consideration theré- 
of be postponed. : ou 


Tusspay, July 4. 


The Senate proceeded: to consider the Message 
of the President of the United States, of the third: 
instant, with the papers therein referred to. 0: 

Mr: Cocke laid before the Senate a letter address- 
ed to him, signed Wittiam BLounTt, purporting,’ 
that it was. necessary for him, the said. WILLIAM 
Biownt, to have further time for recurrence to: 
his papers and other evidence to remove suspicion: 

Resolved, That so much of ‘the Message from 
the President of the United States, of the third 
instant, and the papers accompanying the same, as: 
relates to a letter purporting to have been written. 
by Witttam Biounz, a Senator from the State” 
of Tennessee, be referred to ‘a select commit à 
to consider and report what, in their opinion, itis 
proper for the Senate to do thereon; and that: 
the said committee have: power to send for p 
sons, papers, and records, relating to the subjec 
committed to them, and ‘that -Messrs.: Rods, 
Srocxron, Henny, Sepewicx, and Rean, be the 
committee. i a aes 
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under an injunction of secrecy on the papers re-. 


ferred to in the above mentioned Message. ` 
“The Senate. resumed the consideration of the. 
ataendments reported by the committee on -the 
’ bill entitled “An act laying duties.on licenses for 
_ selling foreign wines and foreign distilled spiritu- 
ous liquors by retail;” which were adopted, and 
` the bill was ordered to the third reading. 
- A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 
entitled “ An act making additional appropriations 


for the support of Government for the year one | 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven,” in} 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. | 
: The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, ! 


read the second time, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
Goopuus, and Livermors, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 
Mr. Hiuiyovss, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill further to authorize the trans- 
. fer of the stock standing to the credit of certain 
States, reported an amendment, which was read 
and adopted; and, by unanimous consent, it was 
read the third time. 
~ Resolved, That this bill pass ; and that it be en- 
grossed; and that the title thereof be “ An act to 
revive and continue in force, for a limited time, an 
act entitled “ An act authorizing the transfer of 
_ the stock standing to the credit of certain States.” 
“The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
repor of the committee to whom was referred the 
bill to prevent the arming of private ships, ex- 
eept in certain cases, and under certain regula- 
tions. 
On. motion, to strike out the first section, report- 


ed by the committee, as an amendment, in the | 


words following : 


It was-determined in the affirmative, yeas 16— 
nays 12,as follows: 

Vuas—Messrs. Bradford, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Latimer, Laurance,. Livermore, Martin, Paine, 
Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tichenor, Tra- 
“ey; and Vining. 

, = Nays-—Messrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
“Gunn, Henry, Howard, Hunter, Marshall, Read, Tatt- 


< nall and Tazewell. 


postponed until the next session of Con- 


HS WEDNESDAY, July 5. 


rdered, That the further consideration of nis 


the 3d instant, made report; and the report was 

read. ; i 
Ordered, That the Vicz Presrpenr notify 

Witutam Buount, Senator from the State of Ten- 


‘nessee, by letter, to attend the Senate. 


The Vice Presipent accordingly addressed to 
him the following letter, by the Doorkeeper: 
SENATE CHAMBER, July 5, 1797. 
Sir: You are hereby required to attend the Senate, 
in your place, without delay. j 
By order of the Senate ; 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
President of the Senate. 


Witiram Brovxrt, Esq, 
Senator from the State of Tennessee. 


On motion that it be 

“ Resolved, That the letter said to have been written 
by William Blount, together with the several notes that 
passed between the Secretary of State and the British 
Minister, relative to the said letter, be printed for the 
use of the members”-— i 

It was agreed that the consideration of this mo- 
tion be postponed until to-morrow. l 

Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy re- 
specting the Message of the President of the United 
States, of the 3d instant, and the. papers accompa- 
nying the same, be taken off. = 

The Vice Presmenracquainted the Senate that 
the Doorkeeper had returned his letter addressed 
agreeably to their order to Wittiam BLOUNT; as 
on inquiry he could not be found. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom ‘was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act Tay- 
ing duties on stamped vellum, parchment; and 
paper,” reported that the bill pass without amend- 
ment; and it was agreed, by unanimous consent, 
that this bill pass to the third reading at this time. 

On the final passage of the bill, the question was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas. 20, nays 7, 
as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Foster, Good- 
hue, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Marshall, Paine, Read, Ross, Rutherfurd, 
Sedgwick, Stockton, Tichenor, Tracy, and: Vining. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, Hun- 
ter, Martin, Tattnall, and ‘Tazewell. i ; 

So it was resolved that this bill pass. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act mak- 
ing additional appropriations. for the support of 
Government, for the year one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-seven,” reported an amendment, 
which was read and adopted; and the bill was 
ordered to the third reading as amended. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 


| tives for concurrence, entitled “An act laying 
duties on licenses for selling foreign wines and for- 
eign distilled spirituous liquors by retail,” was read 


the third time, and, being further amended, it was 


resolved that this bill pass witha mendments. 


“A message from the House’ of Representa- 


sae ‘Mr. Ross, from the committee on part of the | tives informed the Senate that they have passed a 
-> Message of the. President of the United States, of | bill, entitled “An actauthorizing a loan of money,” 
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in which they desire the concurrence of the Se- 
nate. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, 
it was read the second time. 
© Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Hiir- 
HOUSE, READ, and Gunn, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The Vice Presipent obtained a of absence 
for the remainder of the session. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for confirming the titles to certain holders of 
lands in the southwestern partof the United States; 
and, after debate, it was ordered that the further 
consideration thereof be postponed until to- 
morrow. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a Dill, 
entitled “An act laying an additional duty on 
salt imported into the United States, and for other 
purposes,” in which they desire the coneurrence 

of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, 
it was read the second time. 

Ordered,..That it be referred to Messrs. Goop- 
HUE, BRADFORD, and Brown, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 


Tuurspay, July 6. 


The Vice Presipent being absent, the Senate 
proceeded to the choice of a President pro tem- 
pre as the Constitution provides, and the Hon. 

ILLIAM Braprorp was duly elected. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives, entitled “An act laying an addi- 
tional duty on salt imported into the United States, 
and for other purposes,” reported that the bill pass. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. * 

The bill, sent from*the House of Representa- 
tives for ‘concurrence, entitled “An act making 
additional appropriations for the support of Gov- 
ernment, for the year one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety- seven,” was read the third time. 

On motion, to strike out the sum of sixty thou- 
sand five hundred dollars, appropriated for the 
expense of foreign intercourse, for, the purpose of 
inserting fifty-one thousand five hundred dollars, 
it. was determined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 
17, as follows: ` 

Yxas—Messrs. Bloodworth, Blount, Brown, Cocke, 
Foster, Henry, Hunter, Martin, Tazewell, and. Tattnall. 

Navs—Messrs. Bradford, Goodhue, Gunn, Hillhouse, 
Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, 
Paine, Read, Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Tichenor, 
Tracy, and Vining. 

. Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred that part of the President’s Message of 

- the 3d instant, which relates to a letter, urport- 
ing to have been ‘written by Wittiam BLOUNT, 
Esquire, together with the papers accompanying 
the same, made a farther report; a which was read. 
Upon which, 

Mr. Biounr read: in his place’ a declaration, 


purporting that he should attend in his seat, from 
time to time, to answer to any allegations that 
might be brought against him, - 

Ordered, That the consideration of the report 
of the committee be postponed until 11 o'clock, 
to-morrow morning. 

On motion, by Mr. Buount, that he be heard 
by counsel on the subject-matter of this report— 

A motion was made to postpone the considera- 
tion of this motion until to-morrow, and it passed 
in the negative. 

Resolved, That Mr. Broun be heard by coun- 
sel, not exceeding two, to-morrow morning, at 11 
o'clock. 

Ordered, That the Secretary furnish Mr. 
Biounr with attested copies of such papers as he 
may point out, respecting the subject this day te- 
ported on by the committee. 

Mr. HıLLHouse, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
présentatives, entitled “ An act authorizing a loan 
of money,” reported that the bill pass without 
amendment; ; and the bill was read the third time, 
and passed. 


Fripay, July 7. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a resolution, that the President of the Senate, and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, be 
authorized to close the present session, by 
jeurning their respective Houses on Monday, the 
10th day of this month; in which they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The House of Representatives have assed a 
bill entitled “An act for the relief of Thomas 
Lewis,” in which they desire the conçurrenge OF 
the Senate. : 

Resolved, That the instructions to the com- | 
mittee to whom was referred that part. of. the 
President’s Message, of the. 3d instant, which re- 
lates to a letter, purporting to have been written 
by Wiruram BLoon'r, Esq., together with the pa- 
pers accompanying the same, be amended, by: 
adding, after the word “records,” the following 
words: “and particularly the papers of Wiitias 
Bioont, Esquire.” 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the report of 
the above-mentioned committee, made yesterday. 

On motion, that such printers as may requést 
it, be accommodated with. stands on the floor: of 
the Senate, to enable them to take notes of their: -> 
proceedings on the present occasion, it passed ins 
the negative. ies 

Mr. Biounrt notified the Senate that Jared In- 
gersol and Alexander J. Dallas are the. counsel 
he has employed, agreeably to the vote of the. 
Senate passed yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT requested of Mr. Buoont 
declare, whether, or not, he was the author of 
letter, a copy of which was communicated’ 
the Message of the President of the Ur 
of the 3d instant. i 

` Mr. BLount declined to: answer. re 
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On motion, in consequence of the request of the 
counsel above-mentioned, that they have until 
Monday next to prepare themselves to show cause 
why the report of the committee should not be 
adopted: After debate, it was agreed that the 
question before the Senate be postponed; for the 
purpose of receiving a special message from the 
House of Representatives. 

A message was received from the House. of 
Representatives, by Mr. Srrereaves, one of their 
members, in the words following : 


« Mr. President : I am commanded, in the name of 
the House of Representatives, and of all the people of 
the United States, to impeach William Blount, a Sen- 
ator of the United States, of high crimes and misde- 
meanors; and to acquaint the Senate that the House 
of Representatives will, in due time, exhibit particular 
articles against him, and make good the same. 

“I am further commanded to demand that the said 
William Blount be sequestered from his seat in the 
Senate; and that the Senate do take order for his ap- 
pearance to answer the said impeachment.” 

T A motion was made as follows: 

* Pursuant to a message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, by Samuel Sitgreaves, 
Esquire, a member of that House, that they, in their 
own name, and in the name of all the people of the 
United States, have impeached William Blount, a 
ember of the Senate, of high crimes and misdemea- 
nors, and that in due time they will. exhibit articles 
against him, and make good the same; and they hav- 
ing demanded that the said William Blount be seques- 
tered from his seat in this House; and that the Senate 
do take: order for his appearance to answer to the said 
impeachment: — : ` 
©- - # Resolwed, That the said William Blount be, and 

i he hereby is, sequestered from his seat in the Senate, 

_ atid that he be taken into custody of the Messenger of 

ise, until he shall enter into recognizance, him- 
dollars, with two- sufficient 
dollars each, to appear 


And the resolution. was adopted, as follows: 
+u“ Pursuant.to.a-message from- the House of Repre- 

sentatives of the. United States by Samuel Sitgreaves, 
Esq a- member of that. House, that they, in their 
own name, and in the name_of all the. people of the 
United: States, have impeached Wilian Blount, a mem- 
ber ofthe Senate, of high crimes and «misdemeanors ; 
and: that, in due time, they will exhibit arti¢les against 
him, and make good the same; and the; e- 

` mandéd that the said William Blount be- $ 
Trom his-séatiin this House, and that the Senate. take 


order for his appearance, to answer to the said impeach- 
ment: j 
«“ Resolved, That the said William Blount be taken 
into custody of the Messenger of this House, until he 
shall enter into recognizance, himself in the sum of 
twenty thousand dollars, with two sufficient sureties in 
the sum of fifteen thousand dollars each, to appear and 
answer such articles of impeachment as may be exhib- 
ited against him.” f 
Whereupon Mr. BLount named his sureties, 
and they were satisfactory to the Senate. 
| The Presipent then named Mr. BLountTand his 
| sureties, who arose while the recognizance was 
read, and being approved by the Senate, it was exe- 
| cuted in their presence, in the form as follows: 


“« Be it remembered, That, on the seventh day of July, 
| in the year of our Lord one thousand seven hundred 
i and ninety-seven, personally appeared before the Presi- 
ee pro tempore, and Senate of the United States, 

William Blount, Esq., Senator of the State of Ten- 
nessee, Thomas Blount, Esq., member of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, from the State of 
North Carolina, and Pierce Butler, Esq., of South Ca- 
rolina, who severally acknowledged themselves to owe to 
the United States of America the following sums, that 
is to say: The said William Blount, the sum of twenty 
thousand dollars, and the said. Thomas Blount and 
Pierce Butler, each, the sum of fifteen thousand dollars, 
to be Jevied on their respective goods and chattels, lands, 
and tenements, on the condition following, that is to 
say: 

of The condition of the foregoing recognizance is such, 
that if the said William Blount shall appear before the 
Senate of thè United States, to answer to, certain 
charges of impeachment to be exhibited against him by 
the House of Representatives of the United States, and 
not depart therefrom without leave, that then the above’ 
recognizance shall cease to exist, otherwise be and re- 
main in full force and virtue. 2 

a“ Sealed and delivered in Senate ofthe United States, 
this seventh day of July, one,thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-seven. 

« WILLIAM BLOUNT, [x. s] 
“THOMAS BLOUNT, [x s.] 
“PIERCE BUTLER.  [1. s.] 


“« Attest: Samvzt A. Oris, Secretary of the Senate of 
the United States.” l 


Saturpay, July 8. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill entitled “An 
act making additional appropriations for the sup- 
port of Government for the year one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-seven,” with an amend- 

| ment; in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate. re gee 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to their 
amendment to the bill last mentioned; and con- 
curred therein. 3 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate 
notify the House of Representatives that, in con- . 
sequence of their message of yesterday, by the 
Honorable Mr. Sirereaves, one of their me 
bers, they have caused WILLIAM BLOUNT to recog- 
nize, inthe sum of twenty hoedi dollars prin- 
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cipal, with two sureties in the sum of fifteen 

thousand dollars each, to appear and answer to 

the impeachment mentioned in their message. 
“The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 

for concurrence, entitled “ An act for the relief of 

.. Thomas Lewis,” was read the first time, and or- 
“dered to the second reading. 

Mr. Honver laid before the Senate the petition 


of Phasbe Harwood, praying support in her ad- | 


vanced age and widowhood ; her husband having 
deceased in imprisonment during the late war; 
and the petition was read. 

- Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred 
that part of the President’s Message which relates 
to a letter purporting to have been written by 
Wi.iram Biount, Esq., together with the papers 

` accompanying the same. 

On motion, Mr. Justice Smiru was desired to 
attend and administer the oath to such witnesses 
as might be adduced. 

On motion, Mr. Martin and Mr. Cocks, of the 
Senate, being sworn, severally testified, on inspec- 


tion of the letter said to be written by Mr. BLOUNT, | 


that it was his handwriting, they being acquaint- 

ed therewith, and having seen him write. 

~The Presipent then said: 

` .“ William Blount, Esq., you have now an opportunity, 
agreeably to the vote of Senate, in pursuance of your 

own request, by your counsel, to show cause, why the 

report of the committee should not be adopted.” 


_ Mv. BLounr was heard by his counsel, Mr. In- 
~ ‘gersol and Mr. Dallas; and, after debate, 

_ A motion. was made to postpone the considera- 
tion of the report of the committee -to the next 
session of ‘Congress; and it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 7, nays 19, as follows: 

<. Yuss-—Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, Gunn, 
Martin, Tazewell, and Tattnall. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Bradford, Foster, Good- 
hue, Henry, Hillhouse, Howard, Hunter, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, Read, Ross, Ruther- 
furd, Sedgwick, Tichenor, Tracy, and Vining. 

On the question to agree to the report of the 
committee, as follows: 

«“ The committee to whom was referred that part of 
the President’s Message which relates to a letter pur- 
“porting to have been written by William. Blount, Esq., 
. one of the Senators from the State of Tennessee, to- 
gether with the papers accompanying the same, having 
had the same under their consideration, beg leave to 
make a further report : 

“ That Mr. Blount having declined an acknowledg- 
ment or denial of the letter imputed to him, and having 
failed to appear, to give any satisfactory explanation 
-respecting it, your committee sent for the original letter, 
which accompanies this report, and it is in the follow- 

. ing words: : Í 


< Colonel King’s Iron Works, April 21, 1797. 
` ‘Dran Carsr: I wished to have seen you before I 
returned to Philadelphia; but I am obliged to return to 
‘the session of Congress, which commences on the 15th 
‘of May. es iy 
-°* Among other things that I wished to have seen you 


; about, was the business Captain Chésholm mentioned 
i to the British Minister last winter at Philadelphia: . 

| <I believe, but am not quite sure, that the plan then 
| talked of will be attempted this fall; and if it ‘is at- 
| tempted, it will be in a much larger way than: then 
‘talked of; and if the Indians act their part, F have nto 
: doubt but it will succeed. A man of consequence’ has 
| gone to England about the business, and if he makes 
| arrangements as he expects, I shall myself have a hand 
i in the business, and probably shall be at the head-of the 
| business on the part of the British. You are, however, 
} to understand, that it is not yet quite certain that the plan 

| will be attempted ; yet, you will do well to keep things 
| in a proper train of action, in case it should be attempt- 
| ed, and to do so, will require all your management—I 
| say require all your management, because you must 
| take care, in whatever you say to Rogers, or any body 
‘else, not to let the plan. be discovered by Hawkins, . 
, Dinsmore, Byers, or any other person in the interest of 
the United States or Spain. _ : i 
|. ‘If I attempt this plan, I shall expect to'have you, 
| and all my Indian. country and Indian friends, with me; 
! but you are now in good business I hope, and you are 
| not to risk the loss of it by saying anything that. will 
| hurt you, until you again hear from me.. Where Cat 
| tain Chesholm is I do riot know; I left him in Phila- 


| delphia in March,-and he frequently visited the Minis- 

| ter and spoke upon the subject; but I believe ] 

| go into the Creek nation by way of South Carol ) 
Georgia. He gave out he was going to England, but 

| I did not believe him. Among other things that: you 

| may safely do, will be to keep up my consequence with 

| Watts, and the Creeks and Cherokees: generally, 
you must by no means say anything in favor of Ha 
kins, but, as often as you can, with safety to yourself, | 

| you may teach the Creeks to believe he is no. better 

than he should be. Any power or consequence he gets, 

will be against our plan. Perhaps Rogers, who ‘has . 

no office to lose, is the best. man. to. give out. ‘talks 

against Hawkins. Read the letter to Rogers, and if 

| you think it best-to send it to him, puta wafer in it, 

! and forward it to him by a safe hand, or perhapssyou 

; had best send for him to come to you, and speak tohim 

| yourself respecting the state and prospect of.things. `. 

| ‘Ihave advised you, in whatever you do, to take care 

! of yourself. I have now to tell you to take care of me’ 

| too; for a discovery of the plan would prevent the suc- 

| cess and much injure all the parties concerned. 


| “It may be that the Commissioners may not run. the 
line as the Indians expect or wish, and, in that-case, it 
is probable the Indians may be taught to blame. me for 
making the treaty. To such complaints against me, if 
such there are, it may be said by my friends, at proper 
i times and places, that Doublehead confirmed the treaty 
| with the President, at Philadelphia, and: receives ‘as 
i much as 5,000 dollars a year, to be paid to the nation, 
over and above the first price: indeed, it may with 
truth be said, that, though I made the treaty, that-I 
made it by the instructions of the President, and; in... 
fact, it may with truth be said, that I was, by the Pres- . 
ident, instructed to purchase much more land than the 
Indians would agree to sell. ‘This sort of: talk will be: 
throwing all the blame offme upon the late President,and 
as he is now out of office, it will: be-of no consegue) 
how much the Indians. blame- him.“ Amon 
things that may be said for me-is; that Twas 
running of the line, and that.if I had been: 
have been run more. to their satisfaction. i 
understand the subject, and must take ca 
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the. proper talks, to keep up my consequence with the 
Creeks and Cherokees. Can’t Rogers contrive to. get 
the Creeks to desire the President to take Hawkins out 
of the nation? for, if he stays in the Creek nation and 
gets the good will of the nation, he can and will do 
great injury to our plan... When you have read this 
letter. over three times, then burn it. I shall be at 
Knoxville in July or August, when I will send for 
Watts, and give him the whiskey I promised him. 
‘Lam, &e., . WILLIAM BLOUNT? 


“Two Senators, now present in the Senate, have 
declared to the committee that they are well acquainted 
with the handwriting of Mr. Blount, arid have no doubt 
that this letter was written by him. Your committee 
have examined many letters from Mr. Blount to the 
Secretary of War, a number of which are herewith sub- 
mitted, as well as the letter addressed by Mr. Blount to 
Mr. Cook, his colleague in the Senate, and to this com- 


mittee, respecting the business now under considera- | 


tion ; and find them all to be of the same handwriting 
with the letter in question. Mr. Blount has never de- 
nied this letter, but, on the other hand, when the copy 
transmitted to the Senate was read in his presence, on 


the 8d instant, he acknowledged in his place that he had | 


written a letter to Carey, of which he had preserved a 
copy, but could not then decide whether the copy read 
was a true one. Your committee are therefore fully 
persuaded that the original letter now produced was 
written and sent to Carey by Mr. Blount. They also 
‘find that this man, Carey, to whom it was addressed, is, 
to the knowledge of Mr. Blount, in the pay and em- 
ployment of the United States, as their interpreter to 
the Cherokee nation of Indians, and an assistant in the 
“public factory at Tellico Blockhouse. 
who is.so often mentioned in this letter as a person who 
must be brought into suspicion among the Creeks, and 
if possible driven from his station, is the superintendent 
of Indian affairs for the United States among the South- 
ern Indians; Dinsmore is agent for the United States 
in the Cherokee nation ; and Byers, one of the agents 
in the public factory at Tellico Blockhouse. 


ss The plan hinted at in this extraordinary. letter, to | 


be executed under the auspices of the British, is so ca- 
pable of different constructions and conjectures, that 
your committee at present forbear giving any decided 
‘opinion respecting it; except that to Mr. Blount’s own 
mind, it appeared to be inconsistent with the interests 
of the United States and of Spain, and he was there- 
fore anxious to. conceal it from both. But, when they 
consider his attempts to seduce Carey from his duty, as 
a faithful interpreter, and to employ him as an engine 
toalienate the affections and confidence of the Indians, 
from ‘the public officers of the United States residin 
among them; the. measures he has proposed to excite 
which must produce the recall or expulsion of 
„our superintendent from the Creek nation; his insidi- 
ous advice tending to the advancement of his own pop- 
 ularity and consequence, at the expense and hazard of 
_jthe good opinion which the Indians entertain of this 
“Government, and of the treaties subsisting between us 
and them, your committee have no doubt that Mr. 
Blount’s conduct. has been inconsistent with his public 
duty, renders him unworthy of a further continuance 
of his present public trust in this body, and amounts to 
a high misdemeanor. They, therefore, unanimously 
recommend to the Senate an adoption of the following 
resolution’: > : i 
“Resolved, ‘That William Blount, Esq., one of the 
Senators. of the United States, having been guilty of a 


That Hawkins, } 


| high misdemeanor, entirely inconsistent with his public 
trust and duty as a Senator, be, and he hereby is, ex- 
| pelled from the Senate of the United States.” 


| The report was adopféd—yeas 25, nay 1; as 
! follows: 
| Yras—Mesėrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Bradford, 


i Brown, Cocke, Foster, Goodhue, Gunn, Henry, Hill- 


| house, Howard, Hunter, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 


i more, Martin, Marshall, Read, Ross, Rutherfurd, Sedg- 


| wick, Tattnall, Tichenor, Tracy, and Vining. 

| My. Tazewell voted in the negative. 

| So it was Resolved, That William Blount, Esq., 
| one of the Senators of the United States, having 
| been guilty of a high misdemeanor, entirely incon- 
| sistent with his public trust and duty as a Senator, 


| be, and he hereby is, expelled from the Senate of | 


; the United States. 

| . On this, Mr. Burer, in behalf of himself and 
Mr. Tuomas Biount, the other surety, surren- 
dered the person of Wiuur1am Biownt, the prinei-~ 
pal, to the Senate. and requested to be discharged 
| from their recognizance. Whereupon, it was 

Ordered, That they be discharged from their 
recognizance, and that the Secretary enteran en- 
| dorsement on the back of the bond as follows: 
| And now, to wit, on this eighth day of July, 1797, 
| the. Honorable Thomas Blount and Pierce Bulter, 
| Esq’s., came into the Senate and surrendered Wil- 
| liam Blount, Esq., for whom they became bound 
H yesterday.” 

On motion, 

Resolved, That WiLuram BLounr be taken into 
the custody of the Messenger of this House; until 
he shall enter into recognizance, himself. in the 
sum of one thousand dollars, with two sufficient 
sureties, in the sum of five hundred dollars each ; 
| to appear and answer such articles of impeach- 
i ment as may be exhibited against him by the 
| House of Representatives, on Monday next. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 

tion of the House of Representatives of the 7th 
| instant, proposing an adjournment of the two 
| Houses, on Monday the 10th instant; and con- 
curred therein. 


Monpay, July 10. 


| The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
i tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the re- 
i lief of Thomas Lewis,” was read the second time, 
and on motion that the bill be now read the third 
| time, it was objected to. So the bill was lost: 
| Mr. Brnewam laid before the Senate the peti- 
i tion of William Montgomery, and others, remon- 
strating on the hardship of the “act laying duties 
(on stamped vellum, parchment, and paper ;? 
| which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 
| The Messenger of the Senate made the follow- 
| ing return, on their order of the 8th instant: 
| “Agreeably to the order of the Senate, the 
eee } wt 
within mentioned Wittiam Biount having en- 
tered into recognizance, I have returned the same 
| into the office of the Secretary of the Senate.” 
Ordered, That the Secretary transmit to the 


Pein of the State of Tennessee an attested 
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copy of the proceedings of the Senate, on the re- 
port of the committee, of the sixth instant, for 
the expulsion of Wittiam BLounrT, 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for confirming the titles to certain holders of 
lands in the southwestern part of the United 
States; and, after debate, f 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until the next session of Congress. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay before the 
President of the United States an attested copy 
of the proceedings of the Senate on his Message 
of the third instant, transmitting a letter, signed 
Wiiiam BLounr, directed to Mr. Carey. 

Ordered, That it be entered on the Journal. of 
the Senate, that Wittram Buounr failed making 
his appearance this day, agreeably to the recog- 
nizance entered into on the eighth instant. 

Ordered, That Mr. Tracy and Mr. Reap be a 
joint committee, on the part of the Senate, with 


such as the House of Representatives may ap- 
point on their part, to wait on the President of the 
United States, and notify him that, unless he may 
have any further communications to make to the 
two Houses of Congress, they are ready to ad- 
journ. : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have appoint- 
ed a joint committee on their part to wait on the 
President of the United States, and notify him 
that, unless he may have any further communica- 
tions to make to the two Houses of Congress, 
they are ready to adjourn. 

Mr. Tracy reported, from the joint committee, 
that they had waited on the President of the 
United States, agreeably to order, who replied, 
that he had no further communication to make to 
Congress, except a respectful and affectionate 
farewell. “ 
` The Presipent then adjourned th 


Senate 
without day. — : l ! ‘ 


PROCEEDINGS 


AND DEBATES 


OF THE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, — 


AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE FIFTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
PHILADELPHIA, MONDAY, MAY 15, 1797. De 
A ; 


In: pursuance of the authority given by the 
Constitution, the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
Srares, on the 25th day of March last, caused to 
be issued the Proclamation which follows: 


BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA: 


A PROCLAMATION. 


. Whereas the Constitution of the United States of 
America provides that the President may, on extraor- 
dinary occasions, convene both Houses of Congress ; 
and whereas an extraordinary occasion exists for con- 
vening Congress, and: divers weighty matters claim 
| their consideration, I have therefore thought it neces- 
“sary to convene, and I do by these presents convene 
the Congress of the United States of America, at the 
-> City of Philadelphia, in the Commonwealth of Penn- 
` ‘gylvania,.on, Monday the fifteenth day of May next, 
hereby requiring the Senators and Representatives’ in 
the Congress of the United States of America, and 
every of them, that, laying aside all other matters and 
cares, they then and there meet and assemble in Con- 
gress, 
y -sures as. in their wisdom shall be deemed meet for the 
_ safety and welfare of the said United States. 

_In testimony whereof, I have caused the seal of the 
United States of America to be affixed to 
these presents, and signed the same with my 
hand. Done at the City of Philadelphia the 
twenty-fifth day of March, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
seven, and of the Independence of the United 


States of America the twenty-first. 
. JOHN ADAMS. 


[x s] 


` By the President: 
TIMOTHY PICKERING, 
Secretary of State. 


Mownpay, May 15, 1797. 

This being the day appointed by the Proclama- 
tion of the PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES, 
-of the 25th of March last, for the meeting. of Con- 
gress, the following members of the House of Re- 
presentatives appeared, produced their credentials, 
and took their seats, to wit: k 

From New Hampshire-Axzinu Foster and 
JONATHAN FREEMAN. > f : 

From Massachusetts — THEOPHILUS BRADBURY, 
Dwicut Foster; NATHANIEL FREEMAN, je. SAM- 
usL Lyman, Harrison Gray Oris, Joun REED, 


in. order to consult and determine on such mea- | 


| whereupon, 


| SamueL Sewatt, WILLIAM SHEPARD, GEORGE 


TuarcneRr, Josepa BRADLEY VARNUM, and 
WADSWORTH. l anA 
From Rhode Island—CuristoraEr G. CHAMP- 
Lin and Erissa R. POTTER. ; a 
From Connecticut—Josuua Corr, SamusbL W. 
Dawa, James Davenport, Cuauncey Goopricu, 
Roger GRISWOLD, and NATHANIEL SMITH. 
From Vermont—Mavrunw Lyon. >> ¥ 
From New York—Davib Brooxs, James Coot- 
Ran, Lucas ELyENDORPH, Henry GLEN; JÓNA: 
Tuan N. Havens, Hezexian L. Hosmer, 
warp Livingston, Joun E, Van ALEN, Pan 
Van CortLANDT, and Joen Winuams. 00 
From New Jersey—JonatTuan DAYTON; Jam 
H. Imuay, and Marx THOMPSON: “3 
From Pennsylvania—Davin BARD, JOHN CHA) 
MAN, GEORGE En, ALserT GALLATIN, JOHN 
Anpre Hanna, Tuomas Harrtiey, Jonn Witkes 
Kirrera, Brat M’CLENACHAN, SAMUEL Bir- 
arsaves, Joan Swanwick and RIORARD Tuomas. 
From Maryland—Grorar Barr, jr, WILLIAM 
Craik, Jonn Dennis, Geroren Dent, WILLIAM 


Perie 


Hinpmay, Wituiam Marrusws, and RICHARD 
Spriag jr. a Aaa” 
From Virginia—Samvureu Jorpan CABELL, 


Tuomas CLAIBORNE, Marruew Cray, Joan 
Cropton, Joun Dawson, Tuomas Evans,’ Wit- 
Liam B. Gites, Carter B. Harrison, Davin 
Hotmes, WALTER Jones, James Macuir, DAN- 
IEL Morean, Antoony New, Jonn NicHoLas, 
Apram Trica, and ABRAHAM VENABLE. <0" ra 
From North Carolina—Tuomas Buount, Na- - 
THAN Bryan, James Gitiesrie, WILLIAM Barry: 
Grove, Marraew Locke, NATHANIEL MACON, 
Ricwarp STANFORD, and Rosert WILLIAMS: ag peg 
From South Carolina—Rosert. GoovLor Har- <- 
per, Joun Rutvepes, jr, and Wituiam Smith, 
(of Charleston District.) `` eg 
From Georgia— ABRAHAM 
MILLEDGE. a 
* And a quorum, consisting of a majority of. the 
whole number, being present, o ioo a 
The House proceeded, by ballot, to the choice. 
of a Speaker; and, upon examining the ballot 
a majority of the votes of the whole Ho 
found.in favor of JonaTHan DAYTON; one 0 
Representatives for the State of New 


Batpwin and Jonn- 
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Mr. Dayron was conducted to the Chair, from 
whence he made his acknowledgments to the 
House, as follows: 

“ Accept, gentlemen, my acknowledgments for the 
very flattering mark of approbation and confidence ex- 
hibited in this second call to the Chair, by a vote of this 
House. 

- Permit me, most earnestly, to request of you a con- 

tinuance of that assistance and support, which were, 
upon all occasions, during the two preceding sessions, 
very liberally afforded to me; and, without which, all 
my. exertions to maintain the order, and expedite the 
business of the House, must be, in a great degree, un- 
successful.” 


ELECTION OF CLERK, &c. 
The Speaker informed the House, that, accord- 


until he was appointed; besides, he doubted not 
gentlemen had already determined for whom they 
would vote, and therefure it would answer no 
| purpose. Ae : 
Mr. Macon allowed that no nomination was 
made at the last election of a Clerk, but he said a 
nomination was made for the Sergeant-at- Arms, 
and others, and he thought that the same step 
ought to Be taken with respect to the choice of a 
| Clerk. oo, 
| Mr. Giles repeated his wish for a nomination, 
| for the reasons he had before stated; but he was 
not very solicitous which of the methods was 
| adopted. 
! “Mr. Tuarcuer did not recollect that there had 
| been any nomination on former occasions for a 
Clerk ; but he thought it immaterial whether he 


ing to former proceedings, the next business would | was chosen to-day or to-morrow, since he believ- 
be to proceed to the choice of a Clerk. He read | ed the present Clerk would be considered in office 
one of the rules of the House, which says, that | until a new one should be chosen, and they were 
previous to the election of any officer, for whom | not, therefore, without a Clerk to record their 


others than members are eligible, a nomination 
shall be made. ‘He left the House to decide whe- 
«ther a nomination ought to be made in this case. 

Mr. Macon thought that a nomination ought 
to_be made, and named John Beckley. 


Mr. Gites thought this case came under the- 


rule, and. that it was proper a nomination should 
take place; because, if it were wished to choose 
a fresh person to the office, it would be necessary 
some inquiry should be made of the member who 
proposed him, with respect to his fitness and quali- 
fications for the business ; they ought also to hear 
from such member any objection which might lie 
against the person who now fills the office. 

Mr.. THATCHER said that no nomination had 
been made on former similar occasions. 

2 Mr. W. Smita observed that the rules of a for- 
r House were not binding upon a new House, 

‘that House had determined that they should 
80. It had been the practice heretofore, on the 
meeting of a new Congress, that the rules of the 
former House should be binding on them, until 
‘otherwise determined; but, as no such vote had 
ye been passed, and as in a former instance there 

ad. been. a previous nomination when a Clerk 
was to be chosen, he saw no reason for it in the 
present case. A similar attempt for a nomination 
was. made at the time the last Clerk was chosen, 
but it did not obtain, nor could he discover why 
gentlemen Should be so anxious for a nomination 
at present, 5s > ; 

Mr. WiLLi4Ms said, as no vote had been passed 
for. adhering to the former rules, they were not 
binding on- the House. He thought it could make 
> no difference in the event whether there was a 
“nomination or not. 


“|, Mr. Cuargorne was in favor of a nomination. | 
“Mr. W. SmE. thought ‘the question before | 


_ them was, whether they would’ then proceed to 
the choice of a Clerk or not. He asked what pur- 
„pose could be answered: by a nomination? If it 
_ were to inquire into the character. of the ‘person 
proposed,time would be necessary, whereas they 
must immediately ‘proceed to the ‘choice’ of a 


Clerk, as their business could not be recorded | 


proceedings. , ` 
| The question being put for immediately going 
| into the choice of a Clerk, it was carried; and the 
| votes having been collected, the SPEAKER ap- 
pointed. Messrs, W. Samira and Livinesron as 
tellers; when, having examined the votes, Mr. 
Smirug reported that there were— 

For Jonathan Williams Condy - -= Al 

For John Beckley 40 

Mr. Conny being therefore elected, he was sent 
for, and soon after introduced, and took his seat 
at the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. W. SmirH moved that Mr. Brappury.-be 
appointed to administer the Constitutional oath 
to the SPEAKER; which was carried, and the oath 

| administered accordingly. 

| The Sreaxer then proceeded to qualify all the 
members present, (viz: eighty-one,) by States, 
three or four ata time, who all took the follow- 
ing oath, (except two members, who being Qua- 
kers, took their affirmation :) “I do solemnly 
! swear that I will support the Constitution. of the 
United States.” ; 

The affirmation of office, and the affirmation to 
support the Constitution, was also administered to 
the Clerk. 

It was then moved and carried, that a message 
be sent to the Senate, to inform them that a quo- 
rum of the House is assembled, and have chosen 
a Speaker. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they had formed a quo- 
rum. 

The House then proceeded to the choice of a 
Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, and Assistant 
Doorkeeper, when Josepa WHeaTon was unani- 
mously elected as Sergeant-at-Arms; THomas 
CLAXTON as Doorkeeper; and Tuomas Dunn as 
Assistant Doorkeeper. - 

Mr. Srrereaves moved that a committee be 
appointed, jointly with such committee as may - 
be appointed on the part of the Senate, tó wait 
on the President, to inform him that quorums of 
both Houses are assembled, and ready to receive. 
any communication which he may think proper 
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to make to.them. Agreed to, and Messrs. VENA- 
BLE, KITTERA, and Freeman, (Mass.,) were ap- 

` pointed a committee. Subsequently a message 
was received. from the. Senate, informing .the 
Housë that they had concurred with the House 
in choosing a committee to wait: upon the Presi- 
dent, and had appointed Messrs. Livermore: and 
Lanepon. on that committee. 

Mr. Wituiams made the usual motion direct- 
ing the Clerk to cause each member to be served 
daily with three of such of the daily papers of this 
city as he may choose. 

Mr. Corr moved to amend the motion, by omit- 
ting the words papers of this city, in order that 
members might be at liberty to take any other 
papers; which was negatived, and the original 
motion carried. 

Mr. Wittiams moved that. a Committee of 
Elections should be chosen. The Speaxer said 
that this motion was superseded. by a standing 
rule of.the House to the same effect. -A motion 


was then made that a Committee of Election 


should be chosen; which was done, and Messrs. 
Corr, Varnum, . WILLIAMS, Dent, Harrison, 
Harr.ey, and. BaLpwin, were appointed. 
Mr.. W. Smrrn moved that the Rules and Re- 
gulations. of the late House of Representatives 
shall be deemed those. of this House, until. an al- 
teration or revision shall take place. Carried, 
and ordered ‘to be printed. > 
Mr. Sirereaves: moved that a committee be 
appointed to revise the Rules. Agreed to, and a 
committee of three appointed. j ; 
_ Mr. VENABLE, from the committee appointed to 
wait upon the President, reported that the Presi- 
dent would meet the two Houses in that House 
to-morrow-at twelve o'clock: 
On motion, adjourned till to-morrow at eleven 
o'clock. ; 


Turspay, May 16. 

Several other members, to wit: from New Jer- 
sey, James Scuureman and THomas Sinnickson; 
from Virginia, Jonn Tria; and from South Ca- 
rolina, THomas SUMPTER, appeared, produced 

` their credentials, were qualified, and took their 
seats in the House. 

On motion, 

Resolved, That two Chaplains of different de- 
nominations. be-appointed to Congress for the pre- 
sent session, one 
weekly. 


_CHAPLAINS TO THE SENATE, 


‘A message from the Senate informed the House 
“that they had appointed the Rev. Bishop Warre 
as their Chaplain, to interchange weekly with 
the Chaplain to be appointed by that House. 


Mr. Srte@reaves wished that the choosing of a | 


Chaplain for that House might be the order of 
the day for. to-morrow. S ad 

` Mr. Macon believed it was not necessary that 
any notice should be given for the purpose; it 
might be the order forany day on which the gen- 
tleman chose.to bring forward the subject. 


by each House, to interchange | 


The SPEAKER said the notice was not necessary, 


but was not improper to be given. 


PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 
Tt being near twelve o’clock, the Spzaxer ob- 
served, that it had been usual on similar occasions 
to the present, to. send a message to the Senate, 


{to inform them that the House is now ready to 


attend them in receiving the communication of 

ithe Presipent, agreeably t9- his appointment: 
aaa a message was agreed to, and sent accord- 
ingly. 

Soon after, the members of the Senate entered, 
and took the seats assigned them; and a little 
after twelve, the PRESIDENT. or THE UNITED 
States entered, and took the Chair of the Speak- 
BR, (which he vacated on the entrance of the 
Senate, the President and Clerk of the Senate 
being placed on the right hand of the Chair, and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the Clerk on the left.) After sitting a moment, 

he rose, and delivered the following Speech: >: 


| Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
| Gentlemen of the House of Representatives :: - 


f : 
| The personal inconveniences to the members of the 
| Senate, and of the House of Representatives, in leaving 
|.their families and private affairs, at this season of the 
| year, are so obvious, that I the more regret the extra- 
| ordinary occasion which has rendered the. convention 
| of Congress indispensable. —- : 
Tt would have afforded me the highest satisfaction to 
| have been able to- congratulate you ona restoration. of 
| peace to. the nations of Europe, whose animosities 
| have endangered our tranquillity ;.but we have. still 
abundant cause of gratitude to the Supreme Dispenser 


of national blessings, for general health and promising © 


seasons; for domestic and. social happiness ;. for: the 
rapid progress and ample acquisitions of, industry, 
| through extensive territories; for civil, political, and 
| religious liberty. While other States are desolated 
i with foreign war, or convulsed with intestine divisions, 
ithe United States present the pleasing prospect of a 
| nation governed by mild and equal laws, generally sat- 
| isfied with the possession of their rights; neither en- 
| vying the advantages nor fearing the power of other 
nations; solicitous only for the maintenance of order 
! and justice, and the preservation of liberty ; increasing 
| daily in their attachment to a system of government, 
| in proportion to their experience ofits utility; yielding 


| a ready and general obedience to laws flowing from the 
Í reason, and resting on the only solid foundation—the _ 


i affections of the people. 

It is with extreme regret that I shall be obliged to: 
turn your thoughts to other circumstances, which ad- 
: monish us that some of these felicities may not be last- 
‘ing ; but, if the tide of our prosperity is full, and a re- 
flix commencing, a vigilant circumspection: becomes 
us, that we may meet our reverses with fortitude, and 


skill we possess, and all the efforts. in our powers -=S 


| Union, and recommending to their consideration, such 


the objects of the present. extraordinary. session will 
t explained. mee oe 


| “After the President ‘of the United States received.. 


| information that the French Government had:expressed 


i 


extricate ourselves from their consequences with all the” 


“ 


In giving to Congress information of the state ofthe oci 


measures as appear tome to be necessary or expedient, 
according te my Constitutional duty, the causes:and’ 
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serious discontents at some proceedings of the Govern- | known, and established by the law and usage of na- 
ment of these States, said to affect the interests of | tions 3 the refusal on the part of France to receive 
France, he thought it expedient to send to that country lour Minister is „then the denial of a right; but the 
a.new Minister, fully instructed to enter on such ami- | refusal to hear him, until we have acceded to their de- 
cable discussions and to give such candid explanations | mands, without discussion, and without investigation, 
as might happily remove the discontents and suspicions | is to treat us neither as allies, nor as friends, nor as a 
of the French Government and vindicate the conduct | sovereign State. f 

of the United States. For this purpose he selected ! „With this conduct of the French Government, it 
from among his fellow-citizens a character whose in- | will be proper to take into view the public audience 
tegrity, talents, experience, and services, had placed him | given to the late Minister of the United States, on his 
in the rank of the most esteemed and respected in the | taking leave of the Executive Directory. The Speech 
nation. The direct object of his mission was expressed | of the President discloses sentiments more alarming 
in his letter of credence to the French Republic, being | than the refusal of a Minister ; because more dangerous 
“to maintain that good understanding which, from the | to our independence and union ; and at the same time 
commencement of the alliance, had subsisted between | studiously marked with indignities towards the Gov- 


the two nations, and to efface unfavorable impressions ; 
banish suspicions, and restore that cordiality which was 
at once the evidence and pledge of a friendly union ;” 
and his instructions were to the same effect, “ faithfully 
to represent the disposition of the Government and 
people of the United States, (their disposition being 
one ;) to remove jealousies and obviate complaints, by 


showing that they were groundless; to restore that mu- 


tual confidence which had. been so unfortunately and 
injuriously impaired, and to explain the relative inter- 
ests of both countries and the real sentiments of his 
own.” 
A Minister thus specially commissioned, it was ex- 
pected, would have proved the instrument of restoring 
‘mutual ‘confidence -between the two Republics; the 
first step: of the French Government corresponded with 
that expectation.: A few days before his arrival at Pa- 
ris; the French Minister of Foreign Relations informed 
the American Minister, then resident at Paris, of the 
formalities to be observed by himself in taking leave, 
and: by his successor preparatory to his reception. 
These: formalities they observed; and on the ninth of 
December presented. officially to the Minister of For- 
eign Relations, the one a copy of his letters of recall, 
=the other a copy of his letters of credence. These were 
“daid-before the Executive Directory; two days after- 
‘wards; the Minister of Foreign Relations informed the 
recalled. American Minister that the Executive Direc- 
tory ‘had determined not to receive another Minister 


Plenipotentiary from the United States until after the | 


redress of grievances demanded of the American Gov- 
ernment, and which the French Republic had a right 
to expect from it. The American Minister immedi- 
ately endeavored to ascertain whether, by refusing to 
receive him, it was intended that he should retire from 
the territories of the French Republic, and verbal an- 
swers were given that such was the intention of the 
Directory. _ For his own justification he desired a writ- 
ten answer; but obtained none until towards the last 
of January; when: receiving notice in writing to quit 
the territories of the Republic, he proceeded to Amster- 
dam, where’ he proposed to wait for instruction from 
this Government. ` “During his residence at Paris, cards 
of hospitality were. refused him, and he was threatened 
with being subjected :to the jurisdiction of the Minister 
, of Police, but ‘with becoming: firmness he insisted on 

‘the protection of the law’ of nations, due to him as the 
known Minister of a foreign Power. You will derive 
further. information from his despatches, which-will be 
> Jaid’ before you. ` Reese 3 

_ As itis often necessary that nations should treat, for 
„the mutual advantage of their affairs, and especially. to 
|. aecommodate’ and terminate differences, and as- they 

-> can treat only by Ministers, the right of embassy is well 


| ernment of the United States. It evinces a disposition 
| to separate the people of the United States from the 
| Government; to persuade them that they have differ- 
ent affections, principles, and interests, from those of 
their. fellow-citizens, whom they themselves have chosen 
| to manage their common conceins; and thus to pro- 
| duce divisions fatal to our peace. Such attempts ought 
to be repelled with a decision which shall convince 
| France, and the world, that we are not a degraded 
| people, humiliated under a colonial spirit of fear and 
sense of inferiority, fitted to be the miserable: instru- 
ments of foreign influence ; and regardless of national 
| honor, character, and interest. 


| I should have been happy to have thrown:a veil over 
these transactions, if it had been possible to conceal 
them ; but they have passed on ‘the great theatre of the 
world, in the face of all Europe and America, and with 
such circumstances of publicity and solemnity that they 
cannot be disguised, and will not soon be forgotten ; 
they have inflicted a wound in the American breast; it 
is my sincere desire, however, that it may be healed. 
It is my desire, and in. this I presume I concur with 
you, and with our constituents, to preserve peace and 
friendship with all nations, and believing that neither 
| the honor nor the interest of the United States abso- 
| Iutely forbid the repetition of advances for securing 
F 

P 

f 


; these desirable objects with France, I shall institute a 

fresh attempt at negotiation, and shall not fail to pro- 

mote and accelerate an accommodation, on terms com- 

patible with the rights, duties, interests, and honor of 

| the nation. If we have committed errors, arid thése 

can be demonstrated, we shall be willing to correct 

them. If we have done injuries, we shall be willing, on 

conviction, to redress them; and equal measures of jus- ` 
tice we have a right to expect from France and every 
other nation. 


The diplomatic intercourse between the United States 
and France being at present suspended, the Govern- 
; ment has no means of obtaining official information from 
that country ; nevertheless, there is reason to believe 
that the Executive Directory passed a decree, on the 
second of March last, contravening, in part, the Treaty 
of Amity and Commerce, of one thousand seven hun- 
dred and seventy-eight, injurious to our lawful com- 
merce, and endangering the lives of our citizens. A 
copy of this decree will be laid before you. reer 

While we are endeavoring to adjust all our 
enees with France by amicable. negotiation, the pro- 
gress of the war in Europe, the depredations on oür 
commerce, the personal injuries to our citizens, and 
general complexion of affairs, render it my indispensa- 
ble duty to recommend to your consideration effectual 
measures of defence. i i 

The commerce of the United States has’become:an 


differ- 
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interesting. object of. attention, whether we. consider it | of annoying our trade, a. great evil will be prevented. 
in relation to. the wealth and finances, or the strength | With the same view I think it proper to mention that 
and resources of the nation. With a sea-coast of near | some of our citizens resident abroad have fitted out pri 
two thousand miles in extent, opening a wide field for | vateers, and others have voluntarily taken the command, 
fisheriés, navigation, and commerce, a great portion of | or entered on board of them, and committed spoliations 
our citizens naturally apply their industry and enter- | on the. commerce of the United States. Such unnatu- 
prise to these objects. Any serious and permanent in- | ral and iniquitous practices can be restrained only by 
jury to commerce, would not fail to produce the most | severe punishments. 7 
embarrassing disorders; to prevent it from being un-| But besides a protection of commerce on the seas, I 
dermined and destroyed, it is essential that it receive | think it highly necessary to protect it at home, where it 
an adequate protection. is collected in our most important ports. The distance 
The Naval Establishment must occur to-every man | Of the United States from Europe, and the well known 
who considers the injuries committed on our commerce, promptitude, ardor, and courage of the people, in defence 


the insults offered to our citizens, and the description of | of their country, happily diminish the probability of inva- 
vessels by which these abuses have been practised. As ; 50T: nevertheless, to guard against sudden and predato- 
: ry incursions, the situation of some of our principal sea- 


the sufferirigs of our mercantile and seafaring citizens A ; Ape. 
cannot be ascribed to the omission of duties demandable, | ports demands your consideration; and as our country 
considering the neutral situation of our country, they 1 vulnerable in other interests besides those of its com- 
are:to be attributed to the hope of impunity, arising | merce, you will seriously deliberate whether the means _ 
from a supposed inability on our part to afford protec- i of general defence ought not to be increased by an ad- 
tion. To resist the consequences of such impressions | dition to the regular artillery and cavalry, and by ar- 
on the minds of foreign nations, and to guard against | rangements for forming a provisional army. 
the degradation, and ‘servility which they must finally |. - With the same view, and as a measure, which even in 
a time of universal peace ought not to be neglected, I ze- 


stamp on the American character, is an important dut; 5 : £ a 
P aa ? P y | commend to your consideration arevisionof the laws 


of Government. <. i sE re gots Ryerss secs ig ee 
| organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia, to ren- 


A Naval power, next to the Militia, is the natural 
defénce of the United States. “The experience of the 
last. war would be sufficient to show, that a moderate 
Naval force, such as would-be easily within the present 
abilities of the Union, would’ have been sufficient to | 
have baffled many formidable transportations of troops | 
frota one State to another, which were’ then practised. | 
Our-sea-coasts, from their great extent, are more easily 
annoyed and more easily defended by a Naval force | 
than any: other. With all the materials our country | 
_ abounds; in skill, our naval architects and navigators | 

are qual to diiy; and commanders. and seamen wilt 
not be wanting. : AP | 

But although the establishment of a permanent sys- i 


der that natural ahd safe defericé of the country efi 
cious. Although if is very true, that we ought not to 
involve ourselves in the political system of Europe, but 
to keep ourselves always distinct and separate from if 
if we can, yet to effect this separation, early, punctual, 
and ‘continual information of the- ‘current chain `of 
events, and of the political projects in contemplation, is 
no less necessary than if we were directly concerned in 
them. It is necessary in order to the discovery of the 
efforts made to draw us. into thé vortex, in season ‘to 
make preparations against them. However we may 
consider ourselves, the maritime and commercial Powers 
of the world will consider the United States of America 
as forming a weight, in that balance of power in Es 


tem of Naval defence appears to be requisite, Tam sensi- | rope, which never can be forgotten or neglected. It 
ble it cannot pe formed s spesrily ano eens ha | would not only be against our interest, but it would be 
the present crisis demands. Hitherto I have thought | doing wrong to one half of Europe, at least, if we 
proper to prevent the sailing of armed vessels, except | should voluntarily throw ourselves into either scale. -It 


on voyagés to the East Indies, where general usage, 
and the danger from pirates, appeared to render permis- ; 
sion proper; yet the restriction has originated solely | 
from a wish to; prevent collusions with the Powers at 
war, contravening the act of Congress of June, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-four, and not from 
any doubt entertained by me of the policy and proprie- 
ty of permitting our vessels to employ means of de- | 
fence, while engaged in a lawful foreign commerce. It 
yemains for Congress to prescribe such regulations as | 
will enable our seafaring citizens to defend themselves | 
against violations of the law of nations; and, at the | 
same time, restrain them from committing acts of hos- 
_ tility against the Powers at war. In addition to this 
voluntary provision for defence by individual citizens, it | 
appears to me necessary to equip the frigates, and pro- | 
vide other vessels of inferior force to take under convoy | 
such merchant. vessels as shall remain unarmed. 
The greater part of the cruisers whose depredations 
have been most injurious, have been built, and some of ; 
them partially equipped in the United States. Although | 
an effectual remedy may be attended with difficulty, yet 
I have thought it my. duty to present: the. subject gen- 
erally to your consideration.: Ifa mode can be devised 
by the wisdom of Congress to prevent the resources. of 
the United States from being converted into the means 


is a natural policy for a nation that studies to be neu- 
tral, to consult with other nations engaged in the same 
studies and pursuits. At the same time that measures 
ought to be pursued with this view, our treaties with 
Prussia and Sweden, one of which is expired, and the 


i other near expiring, might be renewed. 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

It is particularly your province to consider the state 
of the public finances; and to adopt such measures re- 
specting them as exigencies shall be found to require. 
The preservation of public credit, the regular extin- 


| guishment of the public debt, and a provision of funds: 


to defray any extraordinary expenses, will of course 
call for your serious attention. Although the imposition, 
of new burdens cannot be in itself agreeable, yet. there 
is no ground to doubt that. the American people will 


| expect from you such measures as their actual engage-~ 


ments, their present security, and future interests de-- 
mand. Cae pte ay 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and ` E bos a 
Gentlemen of the House of. Representatives so: 
The present. situation of our country. imposes an: 0b- 
ligation on all the departments of Government to adopt 
an explicit and decided conduct. In my situation, an 
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exposition ofthe principles by which my administration | fe oe then pores a Seeger Moe he 
will be governed ought not to be omitted. | observed, was merely a matter of form, as there 
Tt is impossible to conceal from ourselves or the: had been one to the same effect, on every similar 

. world, what has been before observed, that endeavors occasion. It. was, “that it is the opinion of this 
have:been employed to foster and establish a division ; committee, that a respectful Address should be 
between the Government and people of the United’ presented to the President, in answer to his 
States. To investigate the causes which have encour- | Speech to both Houses of Congress, containing 
aged this attempt is not necessary ; but to repel by de- | assurances, that this House will take into consid- 
cided and united councils insinuations so derogatory to gration the various and important matters recom- 
the honor, and aggressions so dangerous to the Consti- mended to their consideration.” The committee 
tunon, union, and Hi independence, of the nation, 3S. agreed to the resolution. They rose, and it imme- 
ae eRe Cou: | diately passed the House in the common form. 


It must not be permitted to be doubted, whether the ; o E a 
i ; : a n motion, it was Ordered, That a committee 
people of the United States will support the Govern- | be appointed to prepare an Answer to the Speech. 


ment established by their voluntary consent, and ap- | ` x 
pointed by their free choice, or whether by surrendering | Mr. Vewasiy, Mr. Krrrera, Mr. FREEMAN, 


themselves to the direction of foreign and domestic fac- Mr. Ruruenes, and Mr. Griswoup, were nomi- 
tions, in opposition to their own Government, they will | nated to report the Answer. > 
- forfeit the honorable station they have hitherto main-; On motion, by Mr. Wituiams, the Speech was 
tained. f : | referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
For myself, having never been indifferent to what | state of the Union. 
concerned the interests of my country, devoted the best! Mr. Gites then moved to adjourn. The House 
part of my life to obtain and support its independence, | accordingly rose at half past 12 o’clock: 
and constantly witnessed the patriotism, fidelity, and | : 
erseverance of my fellow-citizens, on the most trying | à 
Paian, it is ant for me to. hesitate or gisuden a Tuurspay, May 18. 
cause in which my heart has been so long engaged. COMMITTEE ON UNFINISHED BUSINESS. 


Convinced that the conduct of the Government has Mr. Corr moved that a Standine Committee of 
) ; g 


been-just and impartial to foreign nations; that those > ; : xe 
internal regulations, which have been ‘established by | e aa boned Po a E a ee 


law for the preservation of peace, are in their nature : s : 
proper, and that they have ees fairly executed; no- would not be appointed, as, if all the unfinished 
thing will ever be done by me to impair the national business of last session were to be reported and 
engagements, to innovate upon principles, which have acted upon, the session would be protracted toa 
Deen so deliberately and uprightly- established, or to | length which he trusted was not the wish of the 
surrender in any manner the rights of the Government. | members of that House. Rie? s a 
' To enable me to maintain this declaration, I rely upon] Mr. Corr observed, that the appointment of 
God with entire confidence, on the firm and enlighten- | such a committee did not infer that the. House 
support of the National Legislature, and upon the | would go into the consideration of all the-unfin- 
uë and patriotism of my fellow-citizens. | ished business which might be reported ; but there 
, JOHN ADAMS. | might be some subjects which would require at- 
Having concluded his Speech, after presenting tention, particularly any laws which might be 
: about to expire. 


a copy-of it to the President of the Senate, and T eed toth : 

another-to the Speaker of the House of Repre- oe HATCHER v opposed to t ae 
sentatives, the President retired, as did also the | Of this committee ; he was against attending to 
i f | any private business ; he wished only to attend to 


bers: of e : 7i ! 
memis o he ney and the Spreker bating the important subject for which they had been 


resumedhis Chair, he read the Speech: After | led h A i beine ab 
which;on motion, it was ordered to be committed i called together. Asto any laws being about to 
expire, he did not believe there were any, as all 


to'a Committee of the Whole to-m wW. : 
‘ ee u ore such were attended to last session. 


I 
i | Mr. Gives thought there was no necessity. for 
Wepneuspay, May 17. ‘this committee. He thought the question, how- 


Several other members, to wit: from New | ever, of some importance, as the decision upon it 
Hampshire, Wiuuram Gorpon and Jeremian | WOuld show whether the House intended to at- 
Smiri; from Pennsylvania, Anprew GREGG; tend to ordinary business, or merely to that which 
appeared, produced their credentials, were quali- | Would arise from the Speech of the President. 
fied, and took their seats. For his part, he wished to get away as soon as 

The House proceeded, by ballot, to the choice | Possible, and, therefore, to confine their business 
of a Chaplain. On counting the votes they were | to that subject upon which they were called to 

seas follows: o => 3. $ i deliberate; and, though the Speech contained a 


~ Rev. Dr. Ashbel Green 603 Dr. Priestley 12;/ variety of important objects, he hoped.they should 

Rev. Mr. Carroll 2; Rev. Mr. Helmuth 1. | soon be able to get through them. . He -hoped, 
“Drs GREEN was consequently chosen. paranta mom would be taken up until 

eee k oie ee that was disposed of. - 

ou “THE PRESIDENT 8 SPEECH. Mr. Srrenzaves.said, the opposition to. the ap- 
,_ The House then went into-a Committee of the | pointment of this commitiee was. totally without 

Whole, Mr. Dent, in the Chair, on the Presi- | object: It should be recollected, he said; that the 


. dent's Speech. At was tead by the Clerk. appointment of this committee was a part of the 
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Standing Rules of the House; unless it were ap- | settled so as to meet the wishes of the House. He 
pointed, therefore, there would bea contravention | hoped a committee would be appointed and after- 
of a rule. [Mr. S. read the rule.] For his own | wards discharged from all other parts of their 
part, be was not prepared to say with the gentle- | duty except what related to expiring laws. 
“-man from Massachusetts (Mr. THATCHER) that: The question being put, it was carried, there 
there were no laws which would expire before ; being 51 votes in favor of it; and a committee of 
the next session of Congress. It was true, that three were appointed accordingly. A 
_- these had been attended to last session; but it was; Mr. N. then moved that the committee be dis- 
also true, that laws which were passed for a lim- : charged from “examining and reporting, from the 
ited time, were said to be for so long, “and until | Journal of last session; all such matters as were 
‘the end of the next session of Congress ;” and this | then depending and undetermined ; and also 
session, being an extraordinary one, might put a: from revising the laws for the establishment of 
period to some of such laws. But, suppose this offices, and from reporting, from time to time, 
were not the case, what mischief, he asked, could | such provisions and expenses attending them as 
the appointment of the committee effect? He | may appear to have become necessary.” 
could see none. It would, by reporting the un-: Mr. Gites seconded the motion. The only ob- 
finished business, and any expiring laws (if such ; jection which he had to this procedure was, that 
there were) take the trouble of inquiry from the ‘it was rather awkward first to appoint a com- 
House; and, when the business was reported, any ` mittee, and then to discharge it from a great part 
part of it might be taken up or not as the House | of its duties; but having appointed the commit- 
» should determine. It might, therefore, be of some tee, he hoped this course would be taken, as gen- 
advantage, but could be of no disadvantage, to ap- | tlemen would recollect how easy it was to glide 
point this committee. | from one step of business to another, which was 
Mr. Corr (after obtaining leave to speak a third ; not at first intended, when so much lay before 
time on the same subject) said, his principal ob-, them. “3 
ject in the motion he had made, was to attend t Mr. Craik was not prepared to say that it 
expiring laws. The gentleman from Massachu-; would be improper to act upon any-of the unfin- 
setts was mistaken, when he asserted no law | ished business of last session. He felt as strong a 
would expire before the next meeting of Con- disposition to make the present session a short 
gress. One he recollected; there might be others; | one as other gentiemen; but to enable them to-do 
It was a law passed May 6, 1796, relative to reve-| the business properly, he thought the best way. 
nue cutters, which was to remain in force for one | would be to suffer this committee to take the 
year, and from thence to the end of the next ses- whole of it before them, as it was not in the 
sion of Congress; of course it would expire, if no | power of individual members to go over the 
provision was made to prevent it, with this ses- | Journal of last session, and say what was neces- 
sion. i | sary to. be gone into. Upon a view of the subject, 
Mr. THATCHER withdrew his objection to the | there might be measures which it would be essen- 
motion. | tial to have acted upon; and, after the report was 
_ Mr, Gies did not know that the appointment | made, the House would not be obliged to take up 
of this committee would protract the session ; but | any thing which it did not think it necessary. to 
if gentlemen attended to the duties of this com- | do, and therefore no inconvenience could arise 
mittee, they would find that, if the House were to | from it. 
attend to all the subjects upon which they were; Mr. Swanwick said, whatever might be the 
to report, it would of necessity occupy a consider- decision of the House upon this question, there 
able length of time. [He read what these were.]| was one case which he thought in some degree 
If, indeed, it were understood that this committee connected with the subject of the Presidents 
was only to extend to expiring laws, he should! Speech, which he wished to be considered. Te 
have no objection to its being appointed ; but, ; was the case of North & Vesey, of Charleston, 
should a general report be made, and the House | merchants, who prayed for the refunding of cer- 
| tain duties. There were circumstances in this 
| case, he believed, which were infringements of 
es. : 


| this sort, they might expect to sit all the Summer, 
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attending to our. own rights, we ought, in some | 
degree, to respect those of other nations. 
‘Mr. Macon said, it was of little consequence | 
how the matter was determined, since, if the mo- i 
tion was carried, it would be in the power of any | 
two members to bring forward any subject they | 
pleased. He thought it would be best to deter- . 
mine. to do no private business at all. 
Mr. Harvey observed that if any private case’; 


were taken up, none deserved attention more than |. 


that of Mrs. Carmichael. f : 
Mr. Nicwotas knew that. it was in the power | 


` of any two members to bring forward any private į 


business, and, if they could persuade the House 
to do it, to have it decided; but he concluded, if 
this vote passed, all such attempts would be in į 
vain. 

» Mr. Tuarcuer hoped the motion would pre- 
vail, as- it was well known they had agreed to} 
‘meet a month sooner than usual in their annual | 
session, on account of the number of private cases | 
undetermined; and, if they were to go into that | 
business now, it would detain them in session ! 
six months. 

Mr. Macon believed it would take less time to 
go on in the usual way, than to pass the present 
vote; for, ‘he was convinced when the report 
should be made, the bulk of the business would 
deter the House from entering upon it. 

The question was put and carried without a 
division. 

„Mr. Swanwick said, since they had determined 
to.take up no private business, he wished the 
House to resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, in order that 
they might take up the Presideat’s Speech. 

Mr. Gites observed that this would be prema- 
ture, since the President had promised them cer- 
tain papers which were not received, and they 
had yet to determine upon an Answer to his 
Speech. 

Mr. WiuLiams said, perhaps the business would 
be best expedited by an adjournment, since it 
would allow the gentlemen on the committee ap- 
pointed for the purpose, time to prepare an An- 
swer to the Speech, and report it the earlier. 
He made a motion to that effect, which was: 
carried, 


HBripay, May 19. 


Ricnarp Brent, from Virginia, appeared, pro- 
duced his credentials, was qualified and took his 
seat. | 
Mr. Corr, from the Committee of hich they | 

| 


made a-report from the documents which they 
had received, of members entitled to their seats. 


RULE OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER observed that there was a rule 
of the House-in these words: “No committee | 
shall sit during the sitting of the House, without 
special leave.” He thought it necessary to ob- 
serve, that he had:sent tothe committee to whom 
it was referred to prepare an Answer to the Presi- 
dent’s Speech, to learn if they were ready to re- 
port, They tetarned:for answer that, provided 


théy had leave to sit, they should be able to re- 


| port the Answer in half an hour. 


On motion, leave was given. 


DOCUMENTS. REFERRED TO IN THE PRESI- 
DENT’S SPEECH. 


The Speaker informed the House that he had 
received a communication from the Department 
of State, containing sundry documents referred to 
by the President in his Speech to both Houses, 
numbered from 1 to 18. He proceeded to read 
No. 1, viz: 

1. A letter from General Pinckney to the Se- 
cretary of State, dated Paris, December 20, 1796, 
giving an account of his arrival at Bordeaux; 
of his journey from thence to Paris, in which, 


: from the badness of the roads, he broke three 


wheels of his carriage; of the ill treatment he 
received from M. Delacroix, &c. He remarks, 
that it is not surprising that the French Republic 
have refused to receive him, since they have dis- 
missed no less than thirteen foreign Ministers ; 
and since they have beén led to believe by a late 


| emigrant, that the United States was of no greater 


consequence to them than the Republies of Genoa 


| or Geneva. He also mentions, that it seemed to 


be the opinion in France, that much depended on 
the election of the President, as one of the candi- 
dates was considered as the friend of England, 
the other as devoted to France. The people of 
France, he observes, have been greatly deceived, 
with respect to the United States, by misrepre- 
sentation, being led to believe that the people and 
Government have different views; but, adds he, 
any attempt to divide the people from the Goy- 
ernment, ought to be to the people of the United 
States, the signal for rallying. Gen. Pinckney 
several times mentions Mr. Monroe in this letter 
with great respect; and says that before his arri- 
val the Directory had been very cool towards 
him, but, since that time, they had renewed their 
civilities to him. 

2. Is a report of Major General Mountflorence 
to General Pinckney, dated December 18, 1796, 
on the subject ot American vessels brought prizes 


| into the ports of France. 


3. Extract of a letter from Gen. Pinckney to 
the Secretary of State, dated Paris, January 6, 
1797, in which he mentions the distressed situa- 
tion of American citizens, arriving in the ports of 
France, who were immediately thrown into pri- 
son, and could not be released, until an order was 
got from the American Minister, countersigned 
by the French Minister of Foreign Affairs; and 
no Minister being ackne ./ledged there at present, 
no relief could be afforded. He, however, ap- 
plied to M. Delacroix on their behalf, by means 
of the secretary, Major Rutledge, and got them 
attended to through the Minister of General Po- 
lice. General Pinckney gives a further account 
of conversations which passed between his secre- 
tary and M. Delacroix, on the subject of his quit- 
ting Paris, in which he told him he must do so, 
or be liable to the operation of the police laws: 
but refused to commit his orders to writing. He 
mentions Barras’s answer to Monroe’s address as 
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a curious production ; but says it was not particu- 
larly calculated as an answer to what was said by 
Mr. Monroe, as he had it prepared, and was un- 
acquainted with what would be said by Mr. 
Monroe. 

‘4, Extract of a letter from Gen. Pinckney to 


the Secretary of State, dated Amsterdam, Febru- | 
ary 18, informing him, that, having had official | 


notice to quit the French Republic, he had gone 
to Amsterdam. 
5. Extract of a letter from General Pinckney to 


the Secretary of State, dated Amsterdam, March 
5, in which he observes, that before he left Paris, : 
it was rumored that the Dutch were determincd | 


to treat American vessels in the same manner as 
the French had done. 
French wished them to do so, 
received intelligence that the Dutch had objected 


to do this, alleging that it would be a great inju- | 
ty to them, as they should then lose their trade i 
with this country, and if so, they would be de- | 


prived of furnishing that support to the French 


which they then gave them. ` France acquiesced | 
and having | 


because she saw it was her interest; 
25,000 troops in Batavia, 


it was generally known 
that they could do what 


they pleased with that 


country. The General adds, with detestation, | 


that there are American citizens who fit out pri- 
vateers to cruise against the trade of this country. 

6. Extract of a letter from Major General 
Mountflorence to General Pinckney, dated Paris, 
February 14, mentioning the capture of a vessel 
from Boston, and another from Baltimore, by an 


American citizen on board a privateer ; adding, | 
that American cizens of this class are continually | 
wishing for more rigorous laws against American | 


commerce. 


7. Extract of a letter from the same to the | 


same, dated Paris, February 21, giving an ac- 
count of two more American vessels being brought 


into L’Orient by the same man, and of another f 


vessel taken by a French privateer. 


8. Extract of a letter from General Pinckney ; 
to the Secretary of State, dated Amsterdam, 
March 8, mentioning the capture of several Ame- ! 
rican vessels; he also speaks of the disagreeable- 
ness of his situation; and was of opinion that | 
the new third of the French Councils would de- i 
termine whether this country and France were | 
to remain at peace, or go to war. Though the | 
former was desirable, he wished the measures of | 


our Government to he firm. 

9. Speech of Barras, President of the French 
Directory, on Mr. Monra,’s recall. 

10. The decree of the Executive Directory of 
March 2, relative to the seizure of American 
vessels. 

11. Extract of a letter from John Quincy 
Adams, Esq., Minister Resident of the United 
States, near the Batavian Republic, to the Secre- 
tary of State, dated at the Hague, November 4, 


1796, giving an account of the disposition of the’ 


people of that country towards this, which he 

states to be friendly; and this he attributes to its 

being their interest to be so. This country, he 

remarks, is the only quarter from which they re- 
5th Con.—3 


He now believes that the : 
as he had lately | 


| ceive regular payments. 


i He adds; however, that 
| they have no will in opposition to the French 
| Government. 

| 12. Extract of a letter from the Committee of 
| Foreign Relations of the Batavian Republie, to 
ithe above Minister, dated September 27, 1796, 
; making it appear very desirable that the United 
States should join them in their common cause 
against Great Britain, reminding him of the 
; many services which they had rendered to this 
: country. 

13. Extract of a letter from John Quincy 
Adams in answer to the above, wherein he says 
he shall not omit to forward their letter to his 
| Government. 

14, Extract of a letter from John Quincy 
Adams to the Secretary of State, dated Hague, 
: February 17, 1797, representing the French Re- 
public as paying as little attention to other neu- 
tral Powers as to the United States. He alludes 
to their conduct towards Hamburg, Bremen, Co- 
: penhagen, &e. : ; 

15. Extract of a letter from Rufus King, Esq., 
to the Secretary of State, dated London, March 
; 12, 1797, to the same effect. id 

16. A letter from the Minister of Spain, resi- 
dent in Philadelphia, to the Secretary of State, 
dated May 6, 1797, complaining of the injurious 
operation of the British Treaty against Spain, in 
three respects, viz: as it destroys the doctrine of 
free ships making free goods ; as it makes certain 
articles contraband of war, which, in former trea- 
ties, were not considered so; and as it gives to 
Great Britain a right to navigate the Mississippi, 
which that Minister insists belonged not to us to 
give, as it belonged wholly to Spain before it 
i gave the right to the United States, by the late 
treaty, to navigate that river. He coneludes his 
letter with saying, that the King of Spain is desi- 
i rous of harmony between the two countries, and 
relies upon the equity of his complaints for satis- 
faction. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of State to the 
Spanish Minister, in answer to the above; in 
which he acknowledges that the treaty lately: 
concluded between the two countries had proved 
satisfactory to the United States, as it put an end 
toa dispute which had existed for many ‘years 
respecting the navigation of the Mississippi, and 
also as it afforded satisfaction to our mercantile 
citizens for the capture of our ships and cargoes. 
All these, he allowed, were acts of substantial 
i justice ; but all the other stipulations were wholly 
| voluntary, and perfectly reciprocal. With respect. 
_ to the three articles of complaint respecting the 
| British Treaty, he justified the stipulations “as 
: being just and consistent, and such as this coun- 
i try had a right to enter into. ee 
| 18. A letter from General Pinckney to the 
| Secretary of State, dated Paris, February 4, 
| stating that the day after the arrival of the news 
| of Buonaparte’s successes in Italy, he received a 
| letter from 


| with observing, that thè French seem: tö speak of 


| this country as if it were indebted to them’ for. a 


M. Delacroix, directing him to leave 
Paris. Geueral Pinckney concludes this letter 
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independence, and not to any. exertions of our 
own. Our treat 
: they wish us to have no connexion. with that 
country; they wish to destroy the trade of Great 
in, and they look upon us as her best cus- 


rita 


er. 
The whole of these documents having. been 
read, on motion, they were committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and 500 copies ordered to be printed. 


ANSWER TO PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


Mr. VENABLE, from the committee to whom it 
was referred to prepare an Answer to the Speech 
of the President, reported one, which was twice 
read and referred to a Committee of the Whole. 

On the Speaker inquiring for what day it should 
be made the order, Mr. W. Smita mentioned to- 
morrow; Mr. Niczoias, Monday. 

“Mr. Gives said the Answer could not be printed 
before to-morrow. As it was perhaps the most 
important Answer which was ever returned to a 
Speech since the commencement of the present 
Goreromenc and therefore ought to be well con- 
sidered, 
ought to be taken up. 

M . Livineston said there was another reason 


y. In the reading of the Answer, it ap- 


to him to go to the approbation of all the 
sures of the Executive in relation to foreign 
nations. Ifhe were not wrong in this, it was of 
utmost consequence that the papers which had 
Just been read, should also be laid before them 
previous to its discussion, as they could not form 
an opinion, on the subject until they had an oppor- 
tunity: of perusing these papers. 

` The question was carried for Monday. 


= CONTESTED ELECTION. 
| Mr. New presented the petition of Robert Ru- 


therford, complaining of the undue election of 
General Morgan, (for the district which he for- 
merly represented,) and praying for redress in the 
premises, Referred to the Committee of Elec- 
fons eo i 

Mr. W. Smitu moved that, as the considera- 
tion of the Answer to the President’s Speech was 
made the order for Monday, when this House 


ourned. . 


‘“Monpay, May 22. 


: James A. BAYARD; from Delaware, appeared: : 


produced his credentials, was qualified, and took 
_ BAS Seaty o 


ANSWER TO PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


n motion, the House resolved itself into a Com- 
uttee of the Whole, Mr. Dent in the Chair, on 
the Answer reported to the Presidents Speech 
which was read by the Clerk, as follows: ` 

The committee to whom it was referred to prepare an 
x Answer tothe Speech of the President of the United 
|. p Btates, communicated to both Houses of Congress, on 


< Tuesday, the 16th May, 1797, report the following : 


3 


y with Great Britain is execrated; | 


he thought Monday was as early as it | 


P- | moderation, 


e might adjourn to that day. Agreed | 


g 


| To the President of the United States » 


| Sir: The interesting detail of those events which 
i have rendered the convention of Congress at this. time 
i indispensable, (communicated in your Speech to both 
Houses,) has excited in us the strongest emotions. 
| Whilst we regret the occasion, we cannot omit to tes- 
tify our approbation of the measure, arid to pledge our- 
selves that no considerations of private inconvenience 
| shall prevent, on our part, a faithful discharge of the 
| duties to which we are called. 

We have constantly hoped that the nations of Eu- 
| rope, whilst desolated by foreign wars, or convulsed by 
| intestine divisions, would have left the United States 
| to enjoy that peace and tranquillity to which the impar- 


tial conduct of our Government has entitled us; and it 
| is now with extreme regret we find the measures of 
| the French Republic tending to endanger a situation so 
| desirable and interesting. to our country. 
Upon this occasion, we feel it. our duty to express, in 
| the most explicit manner, the sensations which the 
| Present crisis has excited, and to assure you of our 
zealous co-operation in those measures which may ap- 
| pear necessary for our security or peace, í 
Although the first and most ardent wish of our hearts 
| is that peace may be maintained with the French Repub- 
lic and with all the world, yet we can never surrender 
| those rights which belong to.us as a nation ; and whilst 
we view with satisfaction the wisdom, dignity, and 
which have marked the measures of the 
| Supreme Executive of our country, in its attempts to 
remove, by candid explanations, the complaints and 
jealousies of France, we feel the full force of that indig- 
nity which has been offered our country in the rejection 
of its Minister. No attempts to wound our rights as a 
| sovereign State will escape the notice of our constitu- 
| ents: they will be felt with indignation, and repelled 
with that decision which shall convince the world that 
we are not a degraded people; that we can never sub- 
mit to the demands of a foreign Power without exami- 
| nation, and without discussion. 
Knowing, as we do, the confidence reposed by the 
| people of the United States in their Government, we 
| cannot hesitate in expressing our indignation - at the 
| Sentiments disclosed, by the President of the Executive 
Directory of France, in his Speech to the Minister of 
the United States.. Such sentiments serve to discover 
| the imperfect knowledge which France possesses of the 
| real opinions of our constituents. An attempt to sepa- 
| rate the people of the United States from their Govern- 
! ment, is an attempt to separate them from themselves ; 
and although foreigners who know not the genius of 
| our country may have conceived the project, and foreign 
emissaries may attempt the execution, yet the united 
efforts of our fellow-citizens will convince the world of 
its impracticability. f 
| Happy would it have been, if the transactions dis- 
| closed in your communication had never taken place,. 
| or that they could have been concealed. Sensibly, how- 
ever, as we feel the wound which has been inflicted, we 
think with you, that neither the honor nor the interest 
| of the United States forbid the repetition of advances 
| for preserving peace: and we are happy to-learn that 
| fresh attempts at negotiation will be commenced; nor 
| can we too strongly express our sincere desires that an 
| accommodation may take Place, on terms -compatible 
with “the - rights, interest, and honor of ‘our nation. 
Fully, however, impressed with the uncertainty. of the 
result, we shall prepare to meet with fortitude any 
unfavorable events which may occur, and to extricate 
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ourselves from the consequences, with all the skill 
possess, and all the efforts in our power. Believing 
with you that the conduct of the Government has been 
_ just.and impartial to foreign nations ; that the laws for 
the preservation of peace have been 
they have been fairly executed, the 
the People do not hesitate to declare that they will give 
‘their most cordial support to the execution of principles 
so deliberately and uprightly established. 

The many interesting subjects which you have recom- 
mended to our consideration, and which are so strongly 
enforced by this momentous occasion, will receive every 
attention which their importance demands; and we 
trust, that by the decided and explicit conduct which 
will govern our deliberations, every insinuation will be 
repelled which is derogatory to the honor and indepen- 
dence of our country. 

Permit us, in offering this Address, to express our 
satisfaction at your promotion to the first office in the 
Government, and our entire confidence that the’ pre- 
eminent talents and patriotism which have placed you 
in this distinguished situation, will enable you to dis- 
charge its various duties with satisfaction to yourself, 
and advantage to our common country. 


: _ The Clerk having finished reading the Answer, 
_the Chairman: proceeded to read it paragraph by 
‘paragraph. The three first paragraphs were read 
‘without anything being said upon them ; but, upon 
the fourth being read— 

~ Mr. Evans moved, that instead of “ will be felt 
‘with indignation,” should be inserted, “will be 
_ felt with sensibility,” as a milder phrase; as he 
wished to.avoid using expressions more harsh than 
‘was necessary. : 
Mr. Nıcnotas said, if his col 
him leave, 
offer, which would be proper to be offered before 
~ one he had moved,as he believed there was a rule 
in the House which forbids the striking out a clause 
| after it had been amended ; and if the amendment 
| he should propose obtained, it might be necessary 


league would give 


intention to move a new paragraph, to be inserted 

between the first. and second. He believed it 

would be in order to do so. 
The- Chairman wished the 

` read. 3 
Mr. Nicuoxas asked if it was not always in 

order to insert a new section. 

: The Chairman believed it was, provided it was 

not intended as a substitute for another. 

` Mr. Nicuotas said he should candidly avow it 

to be his intention to insert several new sections. 

< For the information of the committee, he would, 

therefore, read the whole, though he meant, at 

present, to move only one. 

. The following are the propositions which Mr. 

N. read in his place ; the first of which was under 

consideration: 

After the first section insert: 


Proposition to be 


he believed he had an amendment to | 


to-strike out a part of that paragraph. It was his | 


we | will put an end to every friendly relation between the 


two countries; but we flatter ourselves that the Gov: 
| ernment of France only intended to suspend the ordi- 
| nary diplomatic intercourse, and to bring into operation 


proper, and that | those extraordinary agencies which are in common usé 
Representatives of | between nations, and which are confined in theirin- 


| tention to the great causes of difference. We therefore 
| receive with the utmost satisfaction, your information, 
that a fresh attempt at negotiation will be instituted; 
and we expect wtth confidence that a mutual spirit of 
conciliation, and a disposition on the part ofthe United 
States tò place France on the footing of other countries, 
by removing the inequalities which may have arisen in 
the operation of our respective. treaties with them will 
produce an accommodation compatible with the en- 
gagements, rights, duties, and honor of the United 
States. f 
“We will consider the several subjects which you 
have recommended to our consideration, with the aiten- 
tion which their importance demand, and will zealously 
co-operate in those measures which shall appear neces- 
sary for our own security or peace. : 
“ Whatever differences of opinion may have existed 
among the people of the United States, upon’ national 
subjects, we cannot believe that any serious expéctation 
can be entertained of withdrawing the support of the 
people from their Constitutional agents, and we should 
hope that the recollection of the miseries which she 
herself has suffered from a like interference, would pre- 
; Vent any such attempt by the Republic of France; ‘but 
we explicitly declare for ourselves and our constituents 
that such an attempt would meet our highest indigna- 
tion, and we will repel every unjust demand on’ the 
United States by foreign ‘countries; that we will ever 
| consider the humiliation of the Government as the 
greatest personal disgrace.” A oe 
Mr. W. Smiru was of opinion that the amend- 
ment offered was wholly out of order, as it went 
entirely to change the form of the Answer; and, 
before it couid be considered, would require to be 
printed. : 
Mr. Nicuotas said, if the gentleman -could 
inform him how he could have introduced it dif- 
| ferently, he should be obliged to him. As.to.its 
being a substitute, every new matter introduced 
might be so termed. He did net know how a new 
section could be introduced, if there were any 
weight in the objections urged against the propri- - 
ety of this. 
| Mr. THATCHER observed, the gentleman from 
| Virginia had read three or four paragraphs, in the 
| form of amendments. He presumed he did not 
mean to add these, without striking out some part 
of the report. He wished him to say what part 
he meant to strike out, that they might see. how 
the Answer would stand when amended in the 
way he proposed. If they stood together, they 
would be inconsistent. Ae 
Mr. Gies presumed it was the object of the 
committee to bring into view a comparison of 
| ideas in some shape or other, and he thoughtthe 


| 
! 
H 
} 


“ Although we are actuated by the utmost solicitude | amendment proposed was calculated to produce 
for the maintenance of peace with the French Repub- | this effect. If he understood the Answer as rée- 


lic, and with all the world, the rejection of our Minis- 
ter and the manner of dismissing him from the territo- 
ries of France; have excited our warmest sensibility ; 
and, if followed by similar measures, and a refusal of all 
negotiation on the subject of our mutual complaints, 


ported, it was predicated upon the principle of ap- > : 
proving all the measures which had been taken by: E 
the Executive with respect to France, whilst the- 


amendment avoided giving that approbation. The = 


simple question. was, which of the two grounds the: «= 


71 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


72 


H. oF R.] 


Answer:to the Presidents Speech. 


[May, 1797. 


House would take? He believed the best way of 
ascertaining this, would be to move to insert, and 
if the amendments were carried, to recommit the 
report, to be made conformable to them. —_ 

Mr. Gauuatin said, when an amendment was 
carried which affected other parts of a composi- 
tion, it was not usual to strike out, but to re-com- 
mit. 

The Cuainman having declared the motion to 
be in order, 

Mr. Nicwovas said, the present crisis was, in 
his mind, the most serious and important which 
this country had known since the declaration of 
its independence; and it would depend much, per- 
haps, upon the Answer which they were about to 
return to the Speech of the President, whether 
‘we were to witness a similar scene of havoc and 
distress to that which was not yet forgotten ; such 
as had been passed through upon an important 
occasion, but such as could be entered upon only 
asalastresource. The situation in which we 
stood with respect to France called for the most 

reach, which was already too wide, by temper- 
ate, rather than widen it by irritating measures. 
He hoped, on this occasion, they should get rid 
of that irritation which injury naturally produced 
in the mind. He declared he felt for the insult 
which had been offered to Mr. Pinckney; and he 
felt more for him, from the dignity with which he 
had borne it, which had proved him a proper 
character for the embassy. He was sorry that it 
should have been thought necessary by the French 
Republic to refuse to acknowledge him as the 
Minister of this country; but he did not think it 
right to suffer this first impression to influence 
their proceedings upon this business. If the insults 
offered were a sufficient cause for war, let the 
subject be examined by itself, separate from all 
others; but, if it be our wish to proceed with ne- 
gotiation, he thought it wisest and best to adopt 
a firm but moderate tone. 

As he before observed, he felt for the situation 
of the gentleman employed by this country; he 
thought it was a trying one, and did great honor 
to himself, and he deserved the thanks of his coun- 
try for the good temper with which he had sus- 
dtained. it; but Mr. N. confessed the subject did not 
striké him with all the force with which it seem- 
ed to have impressed the mind of that respectable 
chatacter. © He. did not consider the insult offered 
to Government'as going further than the ill-treat- 
ment which our Minister had received. He be- 
lieved that the circumstances, which appeared in 
the papers-laid before them, in some degree ac- 
counted for the conduct of the French Govern- 

cment. It appears that at first the Directory were 

-Willing tò receive Mr. Pinckney, but when they 
Saw his credentials they. refused to acknowledge 
him.” This circumstance, he said, seemed to give 
a character to the transaction which explained its 
ineating..- 

-Tt will be recollected, said. Mr. N.,thatsince the 

Cause or Imagined cause (let it be one or the oth- 


er) -of complaint against this country, that there | object. Had they not, he asked, the strongest 
has been an intercourse between the two Govern- | proofs: (even the declarations of one of their 


rs 


{dicious proceeding; it was his wish to heal the | 


ments on this subject. It was to be expected that 
if there had been any intention in Government to 
have come toan adjustment of the difference be- 
tween the two countries, our Minister would have 
been clothed with some power of accommodation. 
Mr. N. supposed that when the French Directory 
agreed to receive him, this was their opinion ; but 
upon seeing his letters of credence, they found no 
such power was given or intended. [He read the 
object of his mission from the President’s Speech, 
viz: “ faithfully to represent,” &c.] 

If these, he said, were all the objects expressed 
in his letters of credence—and if there had been 
more, the President would doubtless have in- 
formed them of it—the matter perfectly justified 
the character he had given of it. 

He made these observations, because he thought, 
on an occasion like the present, the truth sfould 
be made to appear, and though an insult had been 
offered to this country, which could not fail'to 
produce irritation, yet that irritation should stop 
short of the point where it would produce action, 
as he was certain any steps taken which might 
hazard the peace of the country, would not con- 
duce to the welfare of its citizens. 

There was a subject, he'said, which seemed to 
have involved itself with this, and of which he 
should take some notice, viz: a charge against 
certain persons with being attached to the French 
cause. It might, perhaps, be the opinion of some 
members of that House, more particularly ‘of 
strangers, that he was improperly influenced bi 
party zeal in favor of the French, a zeal which it 
had been blazoned forth existed toan immoderate 
degree in this country. He had frequently heard 
insinuations of this sort, which he considered so 
groundless as to be worthy only of contempt; 
but when charges of this kind were made. in the 
serious manner in which they were now brought | 
forward, it was necessary to call for proof. Who, 
said he, is the man who has this proof? Heknew. 
of none. For his own part, he had no intercourse 
with the French but of the commonest kind. He 
wished those who possessed proofs of improper 
conduct of this kind, would come forward and 
show them—show who are the traitors of whom 
so much is said. He was not afraid of the im- 
pressions any such charges brought against him 
might make upon his constituents, or where he 
was known; indeed, he had not the arrogance to 
believe the charge was levelled against him, 
though he believed he was frequently charged 
with a too great attachment to the French cause. 
| When he first came into that House, he found 
| the French embroiled with all their neighbors, 
| who were endeavoring to tear them to` pieces: 

He knew what had been the situation of this 
country when engaged in a similar cause, and 
was anxious for their success. Was there not 
cause for anxiety, when a nation, contending: for 
the right of self-government, was thus attacked ? 
| Especially when it is well known, that if the 
Powers engaged against France had proved 
cessful, this country. would have been their next. 
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ernors) that it was the intention of England to 
declare. war against America, in case of the suc- 
cessful termination of the war against France? 
It redounded to the honor of the citizens of this 
country, he said, that they had never shown a 
disposition to embark in the present European 
war. 

He would mention another reason for his feel- 
ing so sensibly in favor of the French cause. It 
was because he found so much indifference to it 
in this part of thecountry. He shuddered for his 
own country when he found such a disposition 
prevailing in any part of its citizens. He could 
not calculate upon the effects. He could not ac- 
count for it; especially when he found that a 
disposition unfriendly to Republican Government 
had arisen in the country. It was to counteract 
this disposition, that he opposed a contrary zeal, 
though he was not conscious of having been-over 
zealous. ` 

He could not help taking notice of some cir- 
cumstances in the correspondence of Mr. Pinck- 
ney, because. he believed they would be made use 
of to influence the public mind. He meant the 
allusion which: was made to the state of politics 
inthis. country. Besides Mr. Pinckney’s own 
opinion, he speaks of a late emigrant returned to 
France, who described this country as of no 

reater consequence than Geneva or Genoa. At 

rst, he said, he supposed this to be one of those 
things which tended the same way with all the 
rest; but he believed this was not the case. He 
-knew only of one emigrant who had returned to 
France, who. was of considerable consequence. 
_ That emigrant, however, was not the associate of 
‘the friends of France in this country, but of those 
who were most opposed to it; so that whatever 
opinions he might have formed of this country, 
they were not gathered from the friends of the 
~~ French. But he could not see any certain deduc- 

. tion. which could be made from such an opinion. 

. He supposed. that it would -be said that great 
‘efforts: had been used by the French faction in 
that opposition which had been made to particu- 
lar measures which have had relation to that 
country; but if gentlemen attended. to the busi- 
hess, it would be found that it was not in the 
power of gentlemen said to be in the French fac- 
tion, to make any choice; they have merely de- 
cided on the subject before them. There was 
no choice to vote this way or that. Whatever 
appeared to them right in any measure, that they 
were obliged to do, and not because they had the 
power of doing it; for it was not always right for 
a majority, because they could carry a measure, 
to exert their power. Suppose, said he, in the 
present instance, there should bea majority in the 
House determined to carry a certain measure, 
though it should involve the nation in war, could 
he, because he was called a French patriot, give 
up his opinion and join in the vote? He could 
not.. And if, by going into a measure of this 
kind, they produce division, they must not charge 
those who opposed their measures with it. Those 
who produced. the division must answer it. He 
would not, if his life depended upon it, vote fora 


measure which he was convinced was a mis- 
chievous one. And he thought before gentlemen 
passed a vote which might eventually lead to 
war, they ought to make a solemn pause. ` 

He confessed that he considered the answer re- 
ported to them, as going to decide the question of 
peace or war for this country. He thought it a 
thing of that sort which might have the worst 
possible effect, and could have no good effect.. It 
may tend to irritate, to prevent any sort of inquiry 
or settlement taking place, but it cannot tend to- 
wards an adjustment of differences. Gentlemen 
could not suppose thát a stormy threat, or the 
most violent declamation against that country, 
could have the effect in view. Does any gentle- 
man believe, said he, that. we are able to meet 
them in war? If not, why make such declara- 
tions as shall preclude farther negotiation? We 
are condemning the French Government because 
they ask for redress, without listening to negotia- 
tion: yet wesay to them, we are right; you have 
no cause to complain; all the departments of our 
Government have acted right. ‘The President’s 
Speech, which he said they were about to echo, 
declared the Government has been uniformly 
right, and that he would never violate the princi- 
ples which had been acted upon. E 

What, said Mr. N., can be expected, if we all 
act upon this temper? Your declaration with 
respect to France will probably reach that coun- 
try before any Envoy can be sent to endeavor to 
negotiate a settlement of differences; and when 
they see, that if negotiation fail, we are deter- 
mined on war, would not that be the reason for 
them to take the advantage of us? And if. our 
Envoy was to be sent out under instructions. cor. 
responding to the temper which seems to prevail, 
with an idea that all had been fair and right on. . 
our part, little success could be expected from the 
embassy. Why endeavor to frighten them, when’ 
we are the weakest Power? He did not mean 
to recommend humiliating measures; he would 
pledge himself not to submit to insult without 
redress; nor was any man more unwilling to 
make mean or improper concession than he}. but 
the language of moderation arid justice he pre- 
ferred to a boasting manner. If injury or error 
had been committed on our part, he wished it to 
be corrected. He considered it to be for the hon- 
or, credit, and interest of this country, that the 


‘committee should go into a fair and full exami- 


nation of the subject before them. He hoped, 
therefore, that examination would take place. — 
The difference, Mr. N. said, between the Ad- 
dress reported, and the proposition he had brought 
forward was this: the former approved all: the 
measures of the Executive, and the latter recom- 
mended an inquiry relative to the operation of. 
the British Treaty. It was this question upon: i- 
which the committee would decide, and it was of 
importance, he said, that they should weigh the 
causes of difference between us and the Rr : 
Republic, and not decide that we are right, with 
out examination, because, if, after being. brought. 
to hostility, we are obliged to retract, it 
show our former folly and wantonness. 
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“Mr. N. said he would inquire into the rights of 
France as they respected three principal subjects, 
which were more particularly causes of complaint 
between the two countries. These were, the 
right of our vessels carrying English goods, the 
article respecting contraband goods, and that re- 
specting the carrying of provisions. He knew no 
better way to determine how far we could support 
those articles of the British Treaty, than by ex- 
tracting the arguments of our own Ministerial 
characters in support of these measures. With 
respect to the question of free ships making free 
goods, his impressions were very different from 
those of the Secretary of State. He says, with 
respect to the regulation of free ships making free 
goods, it is not changing a right under the law of 
nations; that it had never been pretended to be a 
right, and that our having agreed to it in one in- 
stance, and not in another, was no just cause of 
complaint by the French Government. He advo- 
eates th?s transaction in his letter to Mr. Adet last 
Winter. Mr. N. said, he knew not what was the 
origin of the law of nations upon the subject; he 
knew not how it came into existence; it had 
. never been settled by any convention of nations. 

Perhaps, however, the point now under considera- 
tion came as near to a fixed principle, as any other 
-of what are called the laws of nations ever did, 
as only one nation in Europe could be excepted 
from the general understanding of it. Mr. Pick- 
éting, he thought, seemed not to have given full 
force to this circumstance, but seemed to have 
weakened the evidence. [He referred to what 
Mr. Pickering had said upon the subject.] It was 
Mr. Pickering’s idea, that the stipulation of free 
ships making free goods, was a mere temporary 
provision ; that it was not an article in the law of 
nitions, but a new principle introduced by the 
éUntracting parties. In order to prove this was 
case, Mr. N. referred to the provisions en- 
tered: into by the armed neutrality of the north 
of Europe; to a treaty between France and Spain ; 
to-anote from the Court of Denmark; and to the 
declaration of the United States themselves on 
the subject. ` ‘ 

` In his mind, therefore, Mr. N. said, it became in 
some degree certain, that this sti ulation was an 
article in the law of nations, and thatan abandon- 
ment of-it, as a neutral Power, was an abandon- 
ment of neutral ground. 

But, said he, let us consider the circumstances 
under which this treaty was made; let us see 
whether it is the law of nations or not. It was 
the intention of the parties to make the law of 
nations as free as’ in their power; and if we 
choose to abandon the principle of free ships 
making free goods, shall we ‘call upon France to 
do:the same? This did not appear to be consist- 
‘nt with justice. Justice seemed to require an 
) itecourse. If wecouldnotmaintain thisstipu- 
i with all the world, we are bound to allow 
he same privilege which we allow toany 
ition. It was not for the interest of this 
country to insist upon the fulfilment of hard trea- 
ties; to-do which would ‘be a greater: loss than 
benefit: In the treaty with Great Britain, we had 


denied the right that free ships make free goods. 
It was not indeed wholly given up, but we agree 
that it shall be suspended during the present war. 
He thought this wrong, and asked if any country, 
who granted a privilege to one nation which they 
refused to another, could pretend to any firmness 
in their proceedings? He thought they could not. 

With respect to contraband articles, he had 
little to say. It was asserted that the articles 
stipulated im the British Treaty as contraband, 
were made so. by the law of nations. Where the 
doctrine was found he could not say. It had been 
quoted from Vattel; this authority might be cor- 
rect; but he never found any two writers on this 
subject agree as to this article. Ina late publica- 
tion on the law of nations (Marten’s) he found it 
directly asserted that naval stores were not contra- 
band. But he said, if the contrary were the law 
of nations, they were bound to extend the same 
privilege to France-which they gave to England: 
they could not have one rule for tke one nation, 
and a different one for the other. 

The 18th article of the British Treaty, respect- 
ing the carrying of provisions, always struck him 
as avery important one. It had heretofore been 
contended that this article did not go to any pro- 
visions except such as were carrying to besieged 
or blockaded places; but he believed the British 
had constantly made it a pretence for seizing: pro- 
visions going to France. Indeed, if he was not 
mistaken, the British Minister had publicly de- 
clared in the House of Commons, that the pro- 
visions on board the vessels intended for the Qui- 
beroon expedition had been supplied from wha 
had been captured in American vessels. 

Mr. N. contended that this was the opinion of 
the Executive of this country, as published ‘in all 
the public papers, and of course known. to the 
Government of France. In the letter of Mr. Jef- 


-ferson to Mr. Pinckney in 1793, he declares that 


there is only one case in which provisions are con- 
traband, and shows the necessity of a neutral na- 
tion observing the same rules towards ail the 
Powers at war. But, in the present case, the right 
was ceded during the present war. 

It was an unfortunate circumstance against the 
neutrality of this country, to find a doctrine so 
differently applied at different times. It was a 
strong proof of the progress of the passions. . It 
might be considered as a fraudulent thing, in one 
instance, to give up a right for a compensation to 
ourselves. 

But Mr. Pickering, in his observations upon 
this circumstance, says, that this stipulation is 
really a beneficial thing to France, it encourages 
mercantile adventures; but this Mr. N. denied, 
and said, that if it encouraged adventure, it would 
also increase the facility of captures. 

In considering the tendency of the amendment 
which had been proposed, he had not spoken of 
the possible operation of agreeing to the Answer 
as reported, especially when carried by a small 
majority of that House, and contrary to the wishes 
of a great part of the people of the United States. 
If the measure were carried by two, three, five, or 
ten votes, did gentlemen expect this would an- 
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swer their purpose? However the people may 
have the virtue togo with the decision of Govern- 
ment; he believed, in a measure thus carried, they 
would obey unwillingly. 
vision in opinion to be avoided ?. He did not be- 
lieve the conduct of the Executive of our Govern- 
ment had always been equal to the different Pow- 
ers at war, and therefore could not say so. Indeed, 
he could not conceal his sentiments upon the bu- 
siness; they had been frequently expressed, and 
were he now to hold a’ different language, he 
might be justly branded with infamy. 

` Let something, then, said Mr. N., be brought 
forward which does not stare in the face the es- 


tablished opinions of many members of that’ 


House ; but perhaps it may be thought of little 
consequence what are the opinions of those mem- 
bers; but he believed the people were not less di- 
vided in their opinions than the members of that 
House, and a measure so carried, he conceived, 
was not calculated to intimidate an enemy. He 


knew his constituents would go into the war if 


directed to do so, but they would exercise the 
opinion: which the Constitution has placed in 
them, of displacing from their seats the men who 
‘had involved them in such difficulties. He knew 
that ifa war were to take place, that the discon- 
tents of the people would increase every day. He 
knew they would abandon the delicacy and nice- 
ty of feeling which was now urged. He knew it 
was his duty to take as moderate ground as was 
consistent, because he knew the public opinion, 
though now irritated above it, would come down 
‘to it. 

If it were of consequence that the people should 
enter unanimously into any hostile measure which 
eventually might be found necessary, (though he 
hoped and trusted it would not,) he thought: that 
unanimity might be secured by agreeing to the 
proposition which he had moved. 

In making concessions to England, it was not 
‘considered as disgraceful; what was now wished 
was, that England and France might be put upon 
the same footing with respect to this country. To 
do this was the only way in which unanimity 
Gould be ‘obtained, and it appeared to him that 
there could be no serious objection to it. 

It may be said, and probably will, that this pro- 
position interferes with the business of the Exe- 
cutive, and that we ought not to dictate to him 
with respect to the’proper steps to be taken. He 
was so well accustomed to the business of the 
House, that he knew gentlemen would entrench 
themselves under the pretended restrictions of the 
Constitution’ in this respect ; but it was his opin- 
jon that the measure which he proposed was 
strictly Constitutional. The President was to 
negotiate, but it was the duty. of the Legislature 
to deliberate on the proper measures to be taken. 
‘Government, he said, could never be carried on, 
except the Executive and Legislature were influ- 
enced by the same spirit. The President might 
go on‘for ever to negotiate, if he did it contrary to 


the views of the:other branches. of Government, 


-without coming to any conclusion. It was abso- 
lutely ‘necessary, therefore, that such a power 


Yet how was this di- 


should exist, and it was not possible that any dan- 
ger should arise from it. And if a proposition of 
this kind was notagreed to, they had no evidence 
to suppose very conciliatory steps would-be taken ; 
they had reason, indeed, to suppose the contrary. 
He was afraid he might be charged with going 
into irritating circumstances; but he did not ex- 
pect, from the persons with whom the President 
might be supposed to advise, that very moderate 
steps would be taken. It was not to be supposed 
that they would abandon the opinions they had 
so strenuously maintained. He thought, there- 
fore, it was the business of that House to say, 
that, in their opinion, it is proper that such step 
would be taken. - 
Mr. N. concluded with observing that he had- 
gone over the subject, he feared, not without be- 
ing considered tedious by the committee; but he 


felt himself greatly interested in the present de- 


cision. He believed any additional irritation in 
their measures would place peace out of our reach. 
He believed, therefore, it was their business to 
avoid it. He believed it would be for the honor 
and happiness of the country to do: so. X 
Mr. W. Sura said, as the gentleman last up 
had taken a wide range of argument, he must ex- 
cuse him if he confined himself, in his reply, ‘to 
those parts of his observations only which appear- ' 
ed to him essentially to relate to the subject un- 
der consideration. poe 
He believed the question was, whether they. 
should alter the report in the manner proposed} 
that is, whether they should strike out words 
which expressed the sensibility of this House at 
the unprovoked insults offered by the French Re- 
public to our Government and country, or adopt 
the gentleman’s amendment, which he read. 
If they agreed to this amendment, they must 
seena | expect from the French Republic 
fresh insult and aggression ; for it seemed to ad- 
mit that hitherto no insult had been intended. `: 
The amendment might be divided, Mr. 8. said, 
into two parts. The first went to vindicate the 
French from any intentional insults towards this 
country; it even held out an jdea that the Exe- 
cutive ought to offer some concessions to France, 
and even designated the kind of concession. He 
should, therefore, without taking notice of what 
the gentleman had said about the political parties. 
of this country, or what he had said respect 
himself personally, confine his observations to the 
points in question. Sa 
The first point was, whether the conduct of 
France was justifiable in rejecting. our. Minister, 
and sending him from the Republic in- the män- 
ner they had done ? a : 
He thought the committee had abundant 
rials before them completely to refute.the 
proposition ; and he was surprised, knowin 


y 
ber, that the gentleman from Virginia. could 
pect to impress their minds with the idea th 
indignity whatever had been offered by th 
Government to this country. in that transa 

Mr. S. said, that it appeared most clearly 
the French Directory’ intended: to treat thi 
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_vernment with marked indignity ; for though the | 
gentleman from. Virginia suggested an opinion 
that their refusal to receive Mr. Pinckney was | 
owing altogether to his not being invested with 
‘extraordinary powers, this was evidently not the 
case, as the Directory had been well informed as 
‘to the character in which Mr. Pinckney came, 
before they received his letters of credence, as ap- 
pears by the letter of M. Delacroix to Mr. Mon- 
roe, styling Mr. Pinckney his successor, and by 
other documents communicated by the President, 
(which he read.) There was no doubt, then, 
with respect to the Directory being well acquaint- 
ed with the character in which Mr- Pinckney 
went to France, viz: as Minister Plenipotentiary 
or ordinary Minister; but, after keeping him in 
suspense near two months, on the day after the 
news arrived of Bonaparte’s successes in Italy, he 
was ordered, by a peremptory mandate, in writing, 
to leavethe French Republic. This mandate was 
accompanied by a circumstance which was cer- 
tainly intended to convey an insult; it was ad- 
dressed to him as an Anglo-American, a term, it is 
true, they sometimes used to distinguish the in- 
habitants of the United States from those of the 
West India Islands, but, in his opinion, here evi- 
dently designed as a term of reproach, as he be- 
lieved no other similar instance could be men- 
tioned. Upon this circumstance, however, he 
laid no stress, the other indignities which our 
Minister had received were too great to require 
any weight tobe given to this circumstance, 
| But, says the gentleman from Virginia, after 
the Directory had seen his letters of credence, 
and discovered that he had no power to make con- 
cessions, they refused to acknowledge him. What 
would he have required his letters of credence 
to have said? Were they not “ faithfully to re- 
‘present. the disposition of the Government and 
‘people of the United States, their disposition be- 
ing one; to remove jealousies and obviate com- | 
plaints, by showing that they were groundless; to 
restore that mutual confidence which had been 
so unfortunately and injuriously impaired, and to 
explain the relative interests of both countries, 
and the real sentiments of his own 2” . 
‘What more than this could have been said in 
letters of credence? But, adds the gentleman, 
his instructions did not authorize him to make any 
“éoncession, or to satisfy their complaints with re- 
“spect to°existing treaties. How does he know 
this? Will the gentleman undertake to say that 
his instructions do not give him. this power? It 
certainly would not have been proper to have | 
stated in his letters of credence what he was 
authorized to concede, or to exhibit to the French 
¿ Government his instructions until it was known 
what they were disposed to do. We had com- 
laints to make as well as they. They had com- 
mitted spoliations upon our commerce to a great 
amount. Was it right, then, to say, instantly on 
-his arrival, “ I'am come to offer you all these con- 
“Cessions,” without knowing what they were dis- 
posed to offer in return? Will the gentleman | 
_« undettake to say it would have been right to have | 
_seomimunicated his private instructions to the Di- | 


rectory even before he was received? If we were 
a colony of France, indeed, it might have been 
expected that he would have laid not only his in- 
structions, but have prostrated himself at the feet 
of the Directory. But, independent as we are, 
he trusted no gentleman would say this was pro- 
per in any man, much less.was it to be expected 
from Mr. Pinckney. What were his private in- 
structions was unknown. A thousand conjectures 
might be formed respecting them, but-they were 
vague and uncertain. 

This being the state of the transaction, he 
thought it clearly established that Mr.. Pinckney 
was not refused because he bore the character of 
Minister Plenipotentiary, without extraordinary 
powers; the question then was, why was he sent 
away ? 

We all, said Mr. Smita, remember the com- 
plaints of Mr. Adet against our Government.— It 
was not necessary to go into a minute recapitula- 
tion of them; it sufficed to say that they fell un- 
der the following heads: 1st, complaints of viola- 
tion of our Commercial Treaty with France ; 2d, 
of the treaty we had made with Great Britain; 
3d, of the proceedings of our Federal Courts ; and 
4th, of the act of Congress of June, 1794, which 
act this House, after it had heard .his.complaints, 
had re-enacted without opposition the last session. 

Now, what does Mr. Delacroix say on the 
arrival of Mr. Pinckney? He did not condescend 
to say it to himself; that would have been paying 
him too much respect: he did not. say it to. the 
Minister of the American Government, but to the 
recalled Minister, Mr. Monroe, to whom Mr. De- 
lacroix writes a letter, declaring “that.the Direc- 
tory will not acknowledge nor receive. another 
Minister Plenipotentiary.from the United States, 
until after the redress of the grievances demanded 
of the American Government, and. which the 
French Republic has a right to expect from it.” 

Now, what, Mr. 8. asked, were the grievances 
contained in Mr. Adet’s note, and to which the 
Directory here refer? They were very numer- 
ous; but they chiefly fell. under the four heads he 
had mentioned. According then to this declara- 
tion of the French Government, what were we 
to do? We must, said he, annul the British 
Treaty ; repeal the law of June, 1794, which was 
last session very unanimously re-enacted; and 
we must, by some proceeding or other, which he 
supposed even the ingenuity of the gentleman 
from Virginia would find it difficult to point out, 
annul the decrees of the Courts of the United 
States. Yet, though all this must be done before 
the Directory would condescend to receive our 
Minister, the gentleman did not believe any in- 
dignity whatever had been intended against this 
Government; and we must not express ourselves 
as if we thought or felt there had been any. . It 
was, at the best, a mere matter of etiquette on the 
part of France; it was meant to convey no insult, 
no indignity ; our Government had given offence 
by.a failure of etiquette, and therefore to heal the 
breach, we must send an Envoy Extraordinary to 
make the necessary concessions, and all will go 
well. 7 
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“sition, if it was proper to be discussed at all, it 
- would have been more properly discussed in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
after proper notice and being printed. If the 
~ House cannot confide in the Executive that he | 
_will take the proper measures to heal the wound; | 
_if the House were convinced that the Executive | 
Were not disposed to do this, it might be then | 
their duty to apply to him; but the President, in | 
„his Speech, had explicitly said, that it was his | 
most sincere desire to restore harmony, and that, | 
notwithstanding the indignities offered to our | 
Minister and our Government, he did not think | 
the honor and dignity of the country forbade far- | 
ther advances towards negotiation. After so can- | 

did and free a declaration, he was surprised to 
«hear his disposition in this respect thus called in | 
question. For his part, Mr. S. said, he had- not | 
the least-hesitation to believe that the Executive 
-would go all lengths, consistent with the honor 
and dignity of the country, to restore harmony 
between the two Republics, because he was satis- 
fied he had the interest of the country at heart, 
and he trusted that no gentleman, not even the 
genulcins from Virginia himself, would doubt 
this. 

-f had been argued that this country had not 
acted a proper part with respect to France. In 
order to show this, the member had adverted to 
_ three specific grounds of complaint arising out of 
the British Treaty. : 
-The gentleman from Virginia had confined the 
complaints of the French Government. to three 
articles of the British Treaty ; though, if the com- 
mittee referred to the letter of Mr. Delacroix, it 
would be found that they did not confine them 
within so narrow a compass. They complain, 
first, of the inexecution of treaties; there are sev- 
eral points of complaint relative.to that head. 2d, 
complaints against the decrees of our Federal 
Courts; 3d, against the law of June, 1794; and 
4th, against the treaty with Great Britain. Yet 
the gentleman confines himself altogether to the 
latter. And really he did not expect at this time 
of day, after the subject had been fully discussed, 
and determined, and the objections refuted over 
and over again, that any gentleman would have 
` endeavored to revive and prove their complaints 
on this head well founded. The three articles 
were—lIst, that free ships did not make free goods; 
2d, the contraband article; and 3d, the provision | 
article. 

1. The stipulation with respect to neutral ves- 
sels not making neutral goods in the British Trea- 
ty, was not contrary to the law of nations; it only 
provided that the law of nations was to be carried | 
into effect in the manner most convenient for the | 
United States. But this doctrine, he said, was no | 
new thing, It had been acknowledged most ex- 
plicitly by Mr. Jefferson, Secretary of State, in | 
July, 1793, and was so declared-to the Minister of 
France; yet no objection was made to it until | 
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no shadow of complaint;” the thing was so perfect.’ 
ly clear and well understood by the law of nations. 
This happened so long ago as July or August, 1793, 
But two years afterwards, when the British Treaty. 
was promulgated, the whole country was thrown 
into a flame by admitting this very same doctrine. 
France herself had always acted under this law 
of nations, when not restrained by treaty: in 
Valin’s Ordinances of France this clearly appears. 
The armed neutrality was confined to the then 
existing war; Russia herself, the creator of the 
armed neutrality, entered into a compact with 
England, in 1793, expressly contravening its prin- 
ciples. The principle was then not established by 
our treaty with England; but such being the.ac- 
knowledged law of of nations, it was merely stip- 
ulated that it should be exercised in the manner 
least injurious to us. : 

2. The next article of complaint was with re- 
spect to contraband goods. If gentlemen will 
consult the law of nations, they will find that.the 
articles mentioned in the British. Treaty are by 
the law of nations contraband articles. They 
will find that in all the treaties with Denmark 
and Sweden, Great Britain had made the same 
stipulation. Indeed, the gentleman had-acknowl- 
edged that it was so stated by some writers on 
the law of nations; but he wished to derogate 
from the authority of those writers, in the same 
way as Mr. Genet, in his correspondence with 
Mr. Jefferson, had called them “worm-eaten folios 
and musty aphorisms;” to Vatiel might be added 
Valin’s Ordinances, a very respectable work in 
France. How, then, can the gentleman with 
truth say that we have deviated from the law of 
nations? rere 

3. The last point which the gentleman took no- 
tice of was the provision article. There was no 
doubt that this. Government would never allow 
provisions to be deemed contraband, except when 
going toa besieged or blockaded port. Though 
he made this declaration, yet it was but candid to 
acknowledge that this was stated by Vattel to be 
the law of nations. [He read an extract from 
Vattel.] ae 

When this was stated by Lord Grenville to Mr. 
Pinckney, our then Minister in London, Mr. 
Pinckney acknowledged it to be so. stated in 
Vattel, but very ingeniously argued that France 
could not be considered as in the situation men- 
tioned in Vaitel, since provisions were cheaper 
there thawthey were in England, and therefore 
the case did not apply. When our Envoy was 
sent to London, both parties were tenacious. on 
this ground. Our Minister was unwilling: to 
agree to this construction of the law of nations; 
but the British Minister insisted upon it, and if 
there had not been some compromise, the aego- 
tiation must have been broken off; and a. war pro- 
bably ensued. The result was, therefore, that, 
without admitting it to be the law of nations, 
was agreed. that where: provisions. were contra: 


the British Treaty was ratified, though long pre- | band by the law of nations, they should. be. 
vious thereto. French property was captured on | paid for, but not confiscatéd, as. the law of nations : 
board our vessels. Mr. Jefferson, writing on this | (admitting that construction) would have author-.: 
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ized: Thereforėsome advantage was secured to | 
` France, for if Great. Britain had confiscated our 
vessels.going to France with provisions, it would 
certainly have damped the ardor of our citizens 
employed in that commerce; but under this regu- 
lation our merchants were certain of being paid 
for their cargoes, whether they arrived in France 
or were carried into England. These were the 
three grounds of objection which the gentleman 
from Virginia had stated as grounds of complaint 
by the French against the British Treaty. 
Before he went further, he would observe that, 
admitting (which he. did not admit) that. there 
had been solid grounds of objection against the | 
British Treaty, before it was ratified, yet they | 
ought now to be closed. It had received a full 
discussion at the time; it had been carried into 
effect, was become the law of the land, and was 
generally approved of by the country. Why, 
then, endeavor to stir up the feelings of the public 
agaimi it by alleging it to be just cause of com- 
plaint? If the committee wanted any proof of 
the approbation which that instrument had re- 
ceived, he thought it might be gathered from the 
general approbation which had been given of the 
administration of the late President on his retire- 
ment from office, in doing which the people had 


doubtless taken into view the whole of his con- |. 


duct. Nor did he think the people had shown 
any hostility to the treaty in their late election of 
members to that House. Indeed, he believed that 
the: approbation which the treaty received in- 
creased:.in proportion as the subject came to be 
‘understood. 

> Admitting further, that the treaty had changed 
the existing state of things between Great Britain 
and France, by having granted commercial favors 
to Great Britain; by the 2d article of our treaty | 
with France, the same favors would immediately 
attach: to France, so that she could have no reason | 
to. complain on that ground. Indeed France had | 
herself new modified the treaty between that 
country and this, and had taken to herself what 
she deemed to be the favors granted to Great Bri- 
tain. [Mr. S. read the decree on this subject of 
2d March last.] 

Mr. S. said, he believed he had examined all 
the observatitns of the gentleman from Virginia, 
relative the treaty, which were essential to the | 
subject under consideration, He did not wish to | 
go much farther on the present occasion, because | 
he. agreed. with him, that it was proper they | 
should keep themselyes as cool and calm as the | 
nature of the case-would admit; but he thought 
whilst so much deference-was paid to the feelings 
of France, some respect ought to be paid to the 
feelings of America. 
America would retain a proper respect and con- | 

. sideration for their national character; and how- | 
ëver earnestly he wished that the differences sub- 
sisting between the two countries might be am- | 
icably: settled, yet, he trusted that our national | 
dignity would never be at so low'an ebb, as to! 
submit:to-the insults and indignities of any nation | 
whatever. In-saying this, he expressed his hearty | 
wish to keep the door of negotiation with France | 


He hoped the people of | 


unclosed; but at the same time he strongly re- 
commended to take every necessary step to place 
us in a situation to defend ourselves, provided she 
should still persist in her haughty demeanor. . °°. 

He trusted they would convince the French... 
and every other nation, that they were deter- 
mined to preserve the right of self-government; 
and that they were able to frustrate every at- 
tempt which should be made to influence our 
councils. That such attempts had been made he 
knew some gentlemen would deny, but to him it. 
was evident that allthe Ministers of France, who 
had resided in this country, had endeavored to ob- 
tain an undue influence over our affairs. It was 
now become a serious question whether we were 
to make concessions to France of the most humili- 
ating nature, and thereby provoke future aggres- 
sion, or act a firm and determined part in ex- 
pressing our indignation at their insults, and 
resolving to resist them if they were persisted in. 

He did not wish unnecessarily, he said, to exs 
cite indignation ; but it was necessary, on this oc» 
casion, to take particular notice of the insulting 
speech of President Barras, in replying to Mr. 
Monroe’s valedictory, a speech evidently calcula- 
ted to separate the American: people from their 
Government. wh 

After the Directory knew that Mr. Monroe Has 
no longer the Minister of. this country, after he 
had presented his letters of recall, and Mr. Pinck- 
ney had presented his letters of crédence—after -` 
the Minister of Foreign Affairs, M. Delacroix, had ` 
said that they considered America as having no 
Minister in France, the President of the Directory ` 
delivered the insulting speech above alluded to,in 
which he tells our late Minister, at a public audi- 
dence, in the presence of several foreign Minis- 
ters, to go home and tell his Government “that 
his country owes its liberty to France.” We 
have never denied, said Mr. S., that we received 
great services from France; but was it not de- ` 
grading to this country that their late Minister 
should be thus addressed? The. address was 
throughout couched in terms studiously marked 
with indignities to this country, and an attempt to 
separate the people from the Government. 

Notwithstanding all this, the gentleman from 
Virginia is wonderfully afraid of using language . 
which might irritate France. Mr. S. wished 
France had not given just cause of irritation, but 
those who had read the correspondence which had 
been laid before them, for a few years past, must 
have seen reiterated insults to this country. 

It was sufficient to call to their recollection the 
many indelicate and offensive expressions used by 
the various French Ministers, in their diplomatic 
letters. Indeed, were he inclined to aggravate 
the aggressions we had received, he might display 
a whole volume of Genet’s abuse. He should, 
however, satisfy himself by presenting some ele- 
gant extracts from the letters of Citizen Adet. 
Mr. S. here quoted a number of offensive epithets 
and expressions such as “disguised under a cloak 
of neutrality,” “the veil of dissimulation,” “tyranni- 
ealand homicidal rage,” “insidious proclamations of 
neutrality,” “the chicanery of its courts,” “pre- 
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senting a poignard to cut the throat of its ally,” | merce? The British Treaty was published in 
“ all submission to the will of England,” “ prosti- | Paris in August, 1795; a year after, in July, 
tuting-its neutrality,” &¢., &e. f 1796, they determine to treat us in the same way 
Mr. S. said, as he knew indecent and harsh lan- | that we suffer other nations to treat us, and this 
guage-always recoiled upon those who used it, he | decree was not made known to our Government 
did not wish to adopt its but, at the same time,it | till the October following, a few weeks before the 
“was due to ourselves to express our feelings with | election of President. : 
a proper degree of strength and spirit. He was| But this was not all; the French had pursued. 
“not in the habit of quoting anything from M.| similar measures towards all the other neutral 
Genet, but there was one expression of his which | Powers. Sweden, in consequence, had no Minis- 
he thought contained good advice, “all this ac- | ter in their country, and was on the eve of a rap- 
~. commodation and humility, all this condescension | ture. The intention of the French evidently was, 
attains no end.” ; to compel all the neutral Powers to destroy the 
After the gentleman from Virginia had dwelt | commerce of Great Britain; but. he trusted this 
sufficiently upon the danger of irritating the| country had more spirit than to suffer herself to 
French, he had emphatically called upon us to re-| be thus forced to give up her commerce with 
collect our “weakness.” It might have been as| Great Britain; he trusted they would spurn any. 
well if he had left that to have been discovered | such idea. 
from another quarter. He hoped we had suffi-; Mr. S. hoped the observations which he had 
cient confidence in the means of defence which | made would not be construed into a wish to see 
we possessed, if driven to the last resort; and he | the United States and France involved in a war. 
"believed if there was any one more certain way | He had no objection to such measures being taken 
of provoking war than another, it was that of pro- | for preserving peace between the two countries as 
claiming our own weakness. should be consistent with national honor. It was 
“He hoped such a language would now be spoken | a delicate thing for them to suggest what the Eix- 
as would make known to the French Government ecutive ought to do. It was out: of their: pro- 
- that the Government and people of this country | vince to direct him. The Executive had various 
wete one, and that they would repel any attempt | considerations to take into view. We had inju 
to gain an influence over our Councils and Gov- | ries to complain of against F'rance, for the spoilia 
ernment. Thegentleman had said that there did | tions committed upon our commerce. If the Ex- 
‘not appear to be any design of this kind, and had | ecutive conceive we have a right io redress, that 
éndeavored to do away what was stated as the | subject will of course constitute a part of our En- 
opinion in France, in General Pinckney’s letter. | voy’s instructions. Would it then be proper, said 
He did not mean to rest this altogether upon the | he, for this House to interfere with the Executive, 
reports of an emigrant, whom General Pinckney | to obtrude its opinion and say, ‘‘you must give 
mentions as-having represented this country divi- | up this point; we take upon us (without any au- 
ded, and of no greater consequence than Genoa or | thority by the Constitution) to give carte blanche 
Geneva, but he took the whole information into | to France, without any indemnification or :re- 
view. [Heread the extractrelative to this subject.] | dress.” : es 8 
It was evident, Mr. S. said, from this informa-| The gentleman says it is the object of the 
tion from France, thatan opinion had been indus- | amendment on the table to recommend to the 
triously circulated there that the Government and | Executive to remove any inequalities in the trea- 
people of this country were divided; that the | ties; that was alone sufficient to vote it out, | 
Executive was corrupt and did not pursue the in-| There had been no period since the Revolution 
terests of the people ; and that they might, by per- | which had so powerfully called on Americans for 
_severance, overturn the Administration, and intro- | that fortitude and wisdom which they knew. so 
duce a new order of things. Was not such an | well how to display in great and solemn emer- 
opinion of things, he asked, calculated to induce | gencies. It was not his intention to offend any. 
France to believe that she might make her own | one by stating the question in such strong terms + 
terms with us? It was well known what the | but he was persuaded that when the present 
French wished, and it was time to declare it | situation of our affairs with respect to France was 
plainly. His opinion was that they designed to | well understood, it would be found that to acqui- 
ruin the commerce of Great Britain through us. | esce in her present demands was virtually and 
This was evident, They talk of the British | essentially to surrender our self-government and 
Treaty ; but they suffered it to lie dormant for | independence. ; os : 
: near twelve months, without complaining about; The independence of'a nation, he observed, 
it. Why were they silent till within a few weeks | might be destroyed in various modes. Whethera 
before the election of our President? Why did | preponderating ‘influence was obtained in her 
they commit spoliations upon our commerce long councils by seduction, intrigue, or terror,.or by a 
-before the British Treaty was ever dreamt of? | direct and open invasion of her. territories, and 


hod 


Their first decree, directing spoliations of our | consequent subjugation, was immaterial. Indeed. 
property, and the capture of our- provision ships, | it would be safer for us if.a foreign Power were... 


was on the 9th of May, 1793, a month before the | at once to attempt our subjugation by invasion} 
provision order of Great Britain, which was dated | for, in that case, there ‘could: be ‘but-one opinio 


June 8,1793: and why have they, from that time | among Americans about a vigorous: resistance; 


to this, been committing spoliations on our com- but the slow approaches to our subjection, by the oe 
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subtle artifices of intrigue and deception, were 
seldom discerned by the community at large, until 
their pestilential effects had taken such deep root 
as to be with difficulty extirpated. Was it saying 
teo much, to assert that dictating to. our Govern- 
ment, fomenting an insurrection in our bosom, 
influencing the most important election, demand- 
ing a violation of our engagements, the repeal of 
our laws, the annulling the decrees of our Courts 
of Justice, were not merely interferences with 
our Government, but in fact attempts to usurp it? 
The complaints of France réspecting the British 
treaty were the pretext, but not the real cause of 
her aggressions. -It was idle to wink out of sight 
the real causes. She wished (as he had before 
stated) to destroy the commerce of England, and 
the United States were to be the instrument of 
accomplishing it. The United States were to be 


coerced into such measures. as would effect this 
great scheme, The same policy was pursued to- 
wards the Hanse Townsand Denmark. Had they 
made a British treaty? Were they answerable 
for the sins of our’s? The review he had taken of 
the ground of controversy as to our treaty with 
England must have removed every impression 


unfavorable to our Government, and evinced the 
uncebsing. efforts of France to acquire an impro- 
per ascendancy over our councils, and direct them 
to. the purposes of her own aggrandizement. 
‘Whether or not our Government ought, on prin- 
ciples. of amity and conciliation, to equalize our 
treaties between England and France, was a ques- 
tion of an Executive nature, and was not properly 
before the House. An offer of such equalization 
would: undoubtedly depend on the disposition of 
France to make proper and suitable equivalents. 
: -The gentleman from Virginia had cautioned 
the committee against alarming the pride of 
France—but, exclaimed Mr. S., has America no 
pride? Is her sensibility so debased by prejudice 
or benumbed by terror as to be thrown out of view 
on this occasion? I trust not; I trust that Ameri- 
ean pride still maintains an important influence 
over our deliberations; and desirous as I am to see 


it yield all that is due to the influence of policy, 
God forbid that it should ever be supplanted by 
an interested and servile tameness! He thought 
it became the dignity of the House to support the 
Executive in firm and manly language. He was 
persuaded that a decided conduct would be the 
most likely to discourage aggression and repeti- 
tion of insult. He recommended, not a menacing 
but a firm countenance; not a bullying, but an un- 
daunted attitude.. This would convince the world 
we were not to be threatened out of our rights; 
whereas.a timid supplicating posture could not 
fail to invite fresh insults and humiliation. 

| Mr. 8. said, he valued unanimity as much as 
other gentlemen. He-was sensible that it would 
be:peculiarly important at this juncture. It would 


engage the confidence of the people and fortify 


the negotiation. It would convince the world, 
that however we might differ upon speculative 
points of administration, there was but one senti- 
ment respecting our self-government. It would 
extinguish: the hopes ‘of those. who attempted to 


keep alive a faction in the country; it would crush 
the expectations of those who wished to substitute 
a foreign influence for the constituted authorities 
of the nation. But it might still be purchased by 
too dear a sacrifice; and he would rather have >. 
only a bare majority for the report of the com- 
mittee, than an unanimous vote for the amend- 
ment; so much did he reprobate its principles. 
He thought it of more importance that there 
should be an unanimity between ail the depart- 
ments of the Government, than an unanimity in 
the House, at the expense of its separating from 
the other branches of the Government; but if the 
amendment was agreed to, it must produce a se- 
paration from the President and Senate, and con- 
firm the opinions fostered in france of a division 
existing between the Government and people. 
Much, therefore, as he cherished unanimity, he 
could not purchase it on this occasion by agreeing 
to a proposition of so dangerous a tendency. 

Mr. S. concluded with requesting the commit- 
tee seriously to ponder.on the consequence of 
agreeing to the amendment. It spoke the same 
feeble language as the Address of the last session, 
the same timid reluctance to express our sense of 
injury, the same reliance on negotiation alone. 
If this was all that the gentlemen on the other 
side proposed doing at this extraordinary session, 
the calling of Congress would prove the.most 
humiliating, the most calamitous measure that 
had ever been adopted. Better indeed had the 
members remained at their homes, and there in 
secret silence, mourned over the dishonor of their 
country, and smothered their resentments, than be 
collected in mass from all parts of the Union to 
be thus publicly exhibited as fellow-witnesses.of . 
their own shame and the indignities offered their 
country without the power or even the courage 
to resent them. But he could not believe it pos- 
sible that the committee would pursue a course so 
pregnant with humiliation, and he confidently 
persuaded-himself that as his country had always 
displayed its justice, so would all parts. of the 
House unite on this occasion to convince. the 
world that her fortitude and firmness were equal 
to her justice. 

When Mr. Smurrn had concluded, the commit- 
tee rose and the House adjourned. 


Turspay, May 23. 

Two other members, to wit: from North Car- 
olina, Josep McDowe tt, and from Virginia, Jo- 
SIAH PARKER, appeared, produced their creden- 
tials, were qualified, and took their seats. 


ANSWER TO THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


The House then went into a Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Denr in the Chair, on the amend-. 
ment of Mr. Nicnoras to the report of the select 
committee, in answer to the. President’s Speech. 

Mr. Freeman first rose, He observed, that in 
his observations on the subject before the commit- 
tee, amid the conflicting opinions of gentlemen 
whom he respected, he did not mean: to express his 
own either.with confidence or with zeal. Though 
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one of the committee that had reported the Ad-| 


dress, he: could not approve it in toto. He had 
two principal objections to it. First, to that part 
“ which went to an unequivocal approbation of all 


the measures of the Executive respecting our for- | 


eign relations; and, secondly, to that part which 
contained expressions of resentment and indigna- 
tion towards France. In framing an answer to 
the President, he conceived the committee should 
have refrained from expressing an unqualified ap- 
probation of all the measures of the Executive. 
To omit it would not imply censure. By intro- 
ducing it, it forced all those who entertain even 
doubts of the propriety of any one Executive 
measure to vote against the Address. 

The principal causes of the irritation on the 
part of France, insisted upon in the answer, were 
the rejection of our Minister, and the sentiments 
contained in the Speech of the President of the 
Directory to our late Minister. If gentlemen 
would look into the documents laid before the 
House by the President, he was confident they 
would find the true reason for the refusal to re- 
ceive our Minister. He came only as an ordina- 
ty Minister, without any power to pfopose such 
modifications as might lead to an accommodation, 
and when'the Directory discovered this from his 
credentials, they refused him. In answer to this, 
it had been urged that M. Delacroix, Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, from the first, well knew that 
Mr. Pinckney was only the successor to Mr. Mon- 
roe, and that his coming in that quality was not 
the ‘reason why the French refused to receive 
him. - Mr. `F. referred to the documents which 
had been laid before the House on this subject, 
from which it appeared that the secretary of M. 
Delacroix had suggested a reason for the appa- 
rent change of opinion on the subject of receiving 
Mr. Pinckney. Suppose, the secretary observed, 
that M. Delacroix had made a mistake at first 
in the intentions of the Directory, was that mis- 
take to be binding on the Directory ? 

Mr. F. put a case. Suppose a Minister came to 
this country, would he be considered as admitted 
to-all the rights of a Minister upon delivering his 
credentials to the Secretary of State? He be- 

: lieved not. 

He proceeded to argue, that the rejection of an 
ordinary Minister was not a breach of the law of 
nations, and consequently not a just cause of war. 
In support of this opinion he quoted Vattel, page 
669. He considered Mr. Pinckney in the light of 
an ordinary Minister: he was sent to explain, cul- 
tivate harmony, &c., and without powers to set- 
tle existing differences. Mr. Monroe had resided 
for some years near the Republic, and had dis- 
cussed and explained such points as gave umbrage; 
explanations were also received by the French 
from our Government, through their own Minis- 
ters here ; but it appeared they were not satisfied 
with our explanations, and they wished for a 
Minister from us that should have sufficient power 
to adjust the matters in dispute amicably. 

He did not wish to -be understood to consider 
the conduct of the French as perfectly justifiable ; 
but he could not conceive that it was such as to 


justify, un our part, irritating or violent measures. 
As to the Speech of the President of the. Di- 
| rectory, he could not say: much on it, he did not 
| perfectly understand it. As far as he did, he con- 
sidered it a childish gasconade, not to be imitated, 
| and below resentment. [He read part of it.] It. 
| was certainly arrogant in him to say that we owed 
| Our liberty to their exertions.. But if the French 
| could derive any satisfaction from such vain boast- 
| ing he had no objection to their enjoying it. : There 
; was another part of the Speech that had been 
į considered as much more obnoxious. It was said 
to breathea design to separate the people here from 
their Government. The part alluded to was no 
more than an expression of affection for the peo- 
ple; he could'see nothing in this irritating or iù- 
sulting; it wasa mode of expression which they. 
used as to themselves, and by which they wished 
to convey their affection for the whole nation. 
The term people, certainly included the Govern- 
ment, and could not with propriety, therefore, be 
said to separate the people from it. ; 

It had been observed bya member from South 
Carolina, that the French had no business. to 
know how far the powers of the Minister extend- 
ed before they received him; that it would give 
them a greai advantage in the negotiation if they. 
were acquainted with his instructions. There 
would certainly be no propriety or reason, he ob- 
served; why they should be made acquainted with 
every particular in the instructions; but it was cer- 
tainly not improper that they should know, before 
they received a Minister, of what nature his mis- 
sion was, whether extraordinary, for the accom- 
modation of differences, or only intended to main- 
taina friendly intercourse. Ta By 

There was one circumstance mentioned in Mr. 
Pinckney’s letter which had a tendency to res 
move the opinion that the rejection of Mr. Pinck- 
‘hey was intended asa mark of indignity. He states 
in one of his letters, that. the Directory wished 
him gone, though they did not wish, it appeared, 
to take the measure of ordering him away, yet 
that they had, about that time time, sent off thir- 
teen foreign Ministers. There might, he remark- 
ed, have been some reason of State that induced 
the French Government at this time to send away 
foreign Ministers; it was evident that the mea- 
sure was not pointed against this country exclu- 
sively. aes 

The member from South Carolina (Mr. Smita) 
had taken pains to collect in one view a number 
of expressions to be found in one of the commu- 
nications of the late French Minister here, to 
rouse the feelings of the House. The quotation 
had not been fairly made. Most of those offen: 
sive expressions had been used by Mr. Adet:hy- 
pothetically, and the Minister. concludes the sen- 
tence by expressing his conviction that they.never 
can apply to this Government, But even if this 
nation had been insulted by a foreiga agent, is 
this to excite our indignation against. the country 
to which he belongs?” A Governor of one:of our 
Stateshad been grossly. insulted by the agent of. 
a particular nation here; the insult was, never-pro- 
posed to be resented against thenation thatsent him. 


. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 92 


He or R} Answer to the President’s Speech. i [May, 1797. 


-It had been said that the French bad not- com- | tee and high-toned measures with respect to 
plained. of the British Treaty till more than a France. In 1793 he acknowledged that federal- 
year after its ratification. The appropriations-to | ism assumed a very different attitude from what 
carry that.treaty into effect, he observed, were not | it had on the present occasion ; 1t was then the 
made till June, and the letter of the French Min- | attitude of meekness, of humanity, and supplica- 
ister: was sent in November of the same year: | tion. The men who exclusively styled them- 
But there are numerous documents to show that | selves federalists, could only deplore with una- 
the complaints of the French were from an early | vailing sighs the impotence of their country, and 
date unceasingly addressed from their Minister | throw it upon the benevolence and magnanimity 
here to our Government, and from their Govern- | of the British Monarch. Their perturbed ima- 
ment to our Minister in Paris. | ginations could even then see our cities sacked 
It had been said, that the French had no right | and burnt, and our citizens slaughtered. On the 
to complain of any favor granted to the British | frontier they heard the war-whoop, and the groans 
by the treaty, as the French of course participa- | of helpless women and children, the tortured vic- 
ted in the right by virtue of their treaty with us. | tims of savage vengeance. Now we are at once 
But, the Administration of this country did not | risen from youth to manhood, and are ready to 
admit ‘this to be the case; they insist, on the | meet the haughty Republic of France animated 
contrary, that those parts of the British Treaty in | with enthusiasm and flushed with victory. Mr. 
the.benefits of which the French claim a partici- | F. observed, that he rejoiced however that 
pation are not favors granted to Britain, but a re- | gentlemen adopted a bolder language. on this 
cognition only of the law of nations on these | than had been used on the former occasion. He 
points, from which the French have departed by | felt his full shame in the national degradation of 
their treaty with us, and that consequently they | that moment. He was in favor of firm language ; 
have no claim to such participation. Mr. F. | but he would distinguish between the language of 
read.an extract from a letter of Mr. Picker- | manly firmness and that of childish petulance 
ing to show that the Government deny this right | or ridiculous. bombast. ; 
of participation to the French. ` It had been observed, Mr. Freeman said, by 
Anidea had been thrown out by the gentleman | the member from South Carolina, that the French 
from South Carolina, that the:people generally | were guilty of the first aggression as to captures 
approved of the British Treaty; he inferred it} at sea. That their orders to take our provision 
from the fate of the late elections. For his part | vessels were dated in May, 1793, and that those 
he could see no great alteration to have been pro- | of Britain were not issued till some time after, 
duced by the late elections; and if there had been | It would be recollected, however, he said, that be- 
it-would not have been an evidence to. his mind | fore the French issued these orders, the British 
that the people approved of the British Treaty. | had entered on their plan of attempting to starve 
He believed, for his part, that the opinions of a | France, and had used our vessels unwarrantably 
great majority of the people had been uniformly | for this purpose, by detaining in their ports some 
averse to it; and those who advocated it were by | of our provision vessels bound to France; it 
this time nearly sick of it. It was true a spirit | would also be remembered that at this time the 
was roused by the cry of war at the time the sub#| convention between Russia and Spain was in ex- 
ject of appropriation was pending, that produced | istence, and that the object of it was, according 
atitions, not approving however of the stipu- | tothe declaration of Lord Grenville to Mr. Pinck- 
lations of the treaty, but asking that it might be | ney, to detain neutral vessels bound to France 
carried into effect since it had reached so late a| with provisions. The decree of the French that 
stage. had been alluded to was, he further remarked, 
Another engine, he observed, had been wielded | expressly predicated on the order of the British 
with singular dexterity. Much had been effected | for detaining in their ports provision vessels bound 
by. the use, or rather abuse, of the terms federalist | to France. 
and anti-federalist, federalism and anti-federalism. | It was, however, very immaterial to determine 
When the Federal Constitution was submitted to | what nation began these depredations on our 
the people, to approve it, and endeavor to pro-| commerce; it was the duty of the Legislature to 
cure its ratification, it was federalism. Afterwards, | resist them from whatever quarter they mightcome 
when the Government was organized and in ope- | and to protect the property of American citizens, 
ration, to approve every measure of the Executive | He deprecated using in the Address about to be 
and support every proposition from the Secretary | framed any irritating language; such was not 
of the Treasury, was federalism; and those who | the language of manly dignity, but of childish 
entertained even doubts of their propriety, though | petulance. Perhaps nothing had proved more 
they had been instrumental in procuring the adop- | derogatory to the character of France than this 
tion. of the Constitution, were called anti-federal- | bombast in some of her public acts. He wished 
ists. In 1794 to be opposed ta Madison’s propo- | not to imitate them. 
sitions, the resolution for the sequestration of| Much had been said on ihe score of foreign in- 
British. debts, and the resolution: prohibiting all | fluence in this country; he feared England and 
intercourse with Great Britain, was federalism. In | not France was most to be feared in this respect. 
:: 1796 it was federalism to advocate the British | He hoped there would. be found, however, in the 
- Treaty; and now he presumed. that it would. be | country, virtue enough to repel all foreign in- 
federalism. to support the report of the commit- | fluence, & 
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As to the amendment, he should vote for it, he 
said; he-saw nothing in it exceptionable. It did 
not contain unqualified approbation of the mea- 


sures- of. the. Executive, nor any undignified ex- | 


pressions. If the amendment should not prevail, 
still the original report might be so amended as to 
induce him perhaps to vote for it. He hoped, 
however, a spirit of. conciliation would obtain, 


and that unanimity might prevail on the occasion- ; 


Mr. Griswo tp said, if he understood the state 


of the business, the question was, whether the | 
committee would agree to the amendment pro- | 
posed by the gentleman from Virginia? If it! 


contained sentiments accordant to the feelings of 
the committee, it would of course be adopted; if 
not, it would doubtless be rejected. 

He supposed it would form an objection to this 
amendment, if it were found to be inconsistent 
with the other parts ofthe report. He believed 
this to be the case ; but he would not make objec- 
tions to.it on this ground. Hewould examine the 
paragraph itself, and see whether it contained sen- 
timents in unison with those of. the committee. 
He believed this would not be found to be the 
case, and that when the committee had taken a 
view of it, it would be rejected. 

If he understood the proposition, it contained 

` three distinct principles, viz: 

1. To make a new apology for the conduct of 
the French Government towards this country. 

2. That.'the House of Representatives shall 
interfere with and dictate to the Executive in re- 
spect to what concessions ought to be made to the 
French Republic. 

3. It depends upon the spirit of conciliation on 
the part of France for an adjustment of the differ- 

' ences existing between the two Governments. 

The apology, hesaid, was a new one, and one 
which the French.had not thought of making for 
themselves; for they tell us; as it appears from 
Mr. Pinckney’s letter to the Secretary of State, 
“they will not acknowledge or receive another 
Minister Plenipotentiary from the United States, 
until after the redress of the grievances demand- 
ed of the American Government, and which the 

- French Republic has a right to expect from it.” 


We say (or rather the gentleman from Virginia, 


says in his amendment) they rejected our Minis- 
ter because he had not power enough; therefore, 
for the apology now made for the French Gov- 
ernment they were indebted to the ingenuity of 
the mover. 

Now, said Mr. G., I do not wish that the House 
of Representatives should undertake to make 
apologies for the conduct of the French Govern- 
ment towards this. It was true they needed apol- 
ogy; but he did not think it was proper for us to 
make it for them. Further, as this apology was 
not made by themselves, but wholly different from 
their own assertions, it was not likely that they 
would fall into it. They say, “Permit us to sell 
our privateers.in. your ports ; annul treaties and 
repeal laws, and then we will tell you on what 
terms we will receive Mr. Pinckney, and peace 
from: you.” After this declaration, he did not 
think it would be proper to attempt any new 


‘apology for them. He therefore supposed, that 
so far as this proposition offered a new apology- 
for the French Republic, it could not meet with 
| the approbation of the committee. 
i. The next proposition contained in the amend- 
i ment was, that the House of Representatives 
should interfere with the Executive power of this 
country, and dictate to it what sort of steps should 
be taken towards reconciling the French Govern- 
ment. He asked whether this was consonant to 
the: principles of the Constitution ?. Whether the 
Constitution had not delegated the power of mak- 
ing treaties to other branches of the Government? 
He believed it had, and that therefore we had no 
right to dictate to the Executive what should or 
what should not be done. with respect to present 
disputes with the French Government: On this 
ground, therefore, he considered it as improper. 
{n the next place, the amendment contained 
another proposition, viz: that we rely upon a spi- 
rit of conciliation on the part of France for an 
accommodation of differences. . And, said Mr. G., 
do we really rely upon this? Have we-such evi- 
| dence as should incline us to rely upon it? Have 
| the French Government expressed any inclina- 
| tion to settle the differences subsisting between 
them and us? The communications which were 
received from the Supreme Executive, do not bear 
this complexion. The communication from the 
French Minister to this Executive does not wear 
it. Our proclamations are called insidious ; our 
Minister is insulted and rejected ; and attempts 
are made to divide the people of this country from 
their Government. Is thisconciliation? Doesit 
not rather appear as if they intended to alienate. 
the affections of the people from their Govern- 
ment. in order to effect their own views ?.He was 
convinced it did, and that they could:not rely 
upon a spirit of conciliation: in them. For his 
own part, he did not rely upon it; he relied:upon. 
this country being able to convince the world that 
we are not a divided people; that we will. not 
willingly abandon our Government. When the 
French shall be convinced of this, they will not 
treat us with indignity. Therefore, he trusted, as 
the proposed amendment did not contain such 
sentiments as were likely to accord withthe 
feelings of the committee, that it would, be re~ 
jected. ; 
As to entering into a lengthy discussion in be- 
half of different measures of Government, he did 
not think it necessary. If, indeed, there had been 
a motion made to strike out any part of the report- 
ed Answer, which went to an approbation of. 
those measures, such..a discussion might: beiñ- 
dulged. As this was not the case, he should de- 
cline it. : Pda: 
Mr. Nicwouas said he was very sorry that»he 
should be again under the necessity of troubling 
the committee with an explanation of the propos: 
sition which he had submitted to their considera~ 
tlon. ab arias chee 
They had been told. by. the gentleman. last, up. 
that it had three objects, viz: to. mak 
apology forthe French Government. to dictate 
what terms the Executive should use to restore” 


4 


! 
H 
i 
H 
į 


AO ASEA E E OEE EEN 


95 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


96 


H. or R.] 


i Answer to the President’s Speech. 


[May, 1797. 


good understanding between the two countries ; 
and to.say that we rely upon a spirit of concilia- 
tion on the part of France for an accommodation. 
He believed the gentleman had wholly mista- 
ken the proposition. In the first - place, it con- 
tained no apology for the conduct of France. In 
this respect he had not gone farther than the re- 
port itself, or the President. On the contrary, it 
would be found that the proposition expressed the 
strongest disapprobation of the conduct of the 
French Government to our Minister; and went 
on tosay that, if it were followed by similar mea- 
sures, it would put an end to every friendly rela- 
tion between the two countries. This showed a 
disposition for a restoration of a good understand- 
ing, if it could be had; if not, that all friendship 
would be at an end. Did not the gentleman wish 
this? Did he come here with his sword ready 
whetted for war? He hoped not; he trusted there 
was not a member in that House who did not 
wish to preserve the peace of the country, if it 
could be done. ` If this were not the case, or if no 
serious expectations of success were anticipated 
from'a new Envoy, why send him? He trusted 
negotiations would be successful. He was seri- 
ously desirous of preserving the peace of the coun- 
try ; _he-did not leave home to attend his duty in 
that House for the purpose of declaring war, but 
of peering peace, if possible. 
-That the proposition contains a kind of direc- 
tion to the President, he allowed, which the gen- 
tleman might call dictating, if he pleased. He 
would ‘ask what the President had done with re- 
spect to them? Had he not freely told them 
what he thought it was proper for them to do? 
If they were not, in return, to say what they 
thought was proper, and upon what terms they 
would, or would not, be reconciled to France, 
how. could the Executive proceed with any cer- 
tainty. in his negotiation. as not the power of 
war committed to him? [No! was heard from 
different quarters.] In effect, he said, it was so; 
for if they were not permitted to say to the Exe- 
` cutive upon what terms they would wish differ- 
ences adjusted, they must go to war, if such terms 
as himself proposed were not agreed to. Sup- 
pose, said he, he should proceed to negotiate with 
the French Republic, and should call Congress 
‘together some months hence, and inform them he 
had been unsuccessful, should they not then be at 
liberty to say, Try other modes? And if in such 
a case they-had: the liberty, why not exercise it 
now? o o 
. The third part, which the gentleman from Con- 
necticut had given. to his proposition, was not 
contained in it, viz: that we relied on a spirit of 
conciliation in France for accommodation. [He 
` read that part of his proposition.] He did not 
y that there was a spirit of conciliation in that 
country upon which we could depend. He was 
sorty to say he.could not even assure himself 
«there was such a disposition in this; and if he had 


‘he could:not be supposed to rely upon it 
1 Hrance. Ifa mutual spirit. of conciliation did 
_ exist (it was his intention to say) it would be a 


sufficient foundation for peace. This was his 
meaning, and he hoped it would not be perverted. 

No member appearing inclined to rise, after 
Mr. NicuoLas had sat down, there was a call for 
the question. 

Mr, Gives said the subject under discussion 
was a very important one. It appeared to him, 
from various documents, that all the steps taken 
by the Executive had a view to an eventual ap- 
peal to arms, which it was his wish (as it was the 
wish of many in that House) to avoid. It was 
proper, therefore, that the clashing opinions should 
be discussed. If the proposition brought forward 
for this purpose was not sufficiently simple and 
explicit, he wished it might be made more so. 
For he believed the question to be, whether the 
committee be prepared to pass a vote, approving 
of the whole course of the conduct of the Execu. 
tive, or whether France should be put upon the 
same ground with the other belligerent Powers. 
That she is at present upon the same footing, 
no gentleman had attempted to show. Gentle. 
men who wish to get rid of this ground, say this 
is a thing which should be left to the Executive. 
He thought it was, however, a proper subject for 
their discussion ; for whatever power the Execu- 
tive had with respect to making of treaties, that 
House had the means of chec ing that power. 
Suppose, said Mr. G., I were on this o¢casion 
called upon to tax my land, was it not necessary 
I should inquire into the subject, and endeavor to 
avoid a measure which would probably prove a 
serious drain upon the blood and treasure of the 
country ? He was unwilling to have his land 
taxed for the purpose of supporting a war on this 
principle. It was evident that the French took 
one ground in this dispute, and the United States 
another, and whilst this continued to be the 
case, no negotiation would have any effect. In- 
deed, said he, it is war; and if the measure pro- 
posed was taken, we make war if we do not de- 
clare it. 

He had merely thrown out these ideas; if no 
gentleman was prepared to go into the subject, 
he should move that the committee now rise, re- 
port progress, and ask leave to sit again. f 

Mr. W. Smirs hoped the committee would not 
rise. He thought the best way of coming to an 
understanding of the proposition, was to discuss 
it. If it was not understood, it would be wrong 
to vote for it; but he believed it was well under- 
stood. He thought the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut (Mr. Griswoup) had given a clear analysis 
of it. He hoped gentlemen would, therefore, 
either proceed in the discussion, or take a vote 
upon the question; for as they could not. proceed 
with any other subject until this was disposed of, 
it would only be a waste of time for the com. 
mittee now to rise. 

Mr. Hartiey commenced some observations 
on the amendment, when the Chairman informed 
him the motion before: them was, whether the 
committee should rise. 

Mr. Gites withdrew his motion. 

Mr. Harruey said, gentlemen argued as if the 
adoption of the Answer, as reported, would be to 
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declare war. He thought no such thing. It was | the word sensibility, in the 5th line, might be 
the wish. of the friends of the report (at least it | changed into indignation, for once, and in several 
was his wish) to preserve-the country in peace, | other places by the change of a word, it might be 
but to place it in a state of defence; buthe hoped | exactly graduated to the temper of the House. 
it would not be taken for granted, that every | 3d. There was one thought. in the amendment 
proposition in the Speech of the President would | which he wished to be contained in the Address 
be carried into effect. He hoped they should con- | which was not in the report of the committee, 
tinue to discuss the question. At present he was | viz: the hope of success from sending an Envoy 
decidedly against the amendment. | Extraordinary to treat specially on the grievances 
Mr. BaLowin said, he had taken the liberty to | complained of, free ships making free goods, arti- 
express his concern several years ago, that this cles of contraband, &c., on the basis of ‘strict 
custom of answering the President’s Speech, | equality to foreign nations. As to the objection 
which was but a mere piece of public ceremony, | that expressing this wish. is dictating to the Ex- 
should call up and demand expressions of opinion | ecutive on the subject of treaties, and therefore 
on all the important business of the session, | Unconstitutional, he thought the objection had 
while the members were yet standing with their | equal force against the whole Address, and all 
hats.in their hands, in the attitude of receiving | Answers to the President’s Speeches, which are 
the communications, and had not yet read or | nothing but expressions of congratulation, or 
opened the papers which were the ground of their | opinions, or wishes, on Executive. measures. : 
being called together. It applied very strongly | Mr. Rotieper said, when the report of. the 
in this instance, as this was a new Congress, and | committee should be before them, he should have 
a greater proportion than common of new mem- | some remarks to make upon it; but-at present he 
bers; he thought it an unfavorable attitude in | should offer only a few observations upon the pro- 
which to be hurried inte the very midst of things, | posed amendment. Pa 
and to anticipate, business of such vast importance | He said he had strong objections to the amend- 
to the country, before they had time to attend to | ment; but one so strong that he need not urge 
the information which had been submitted to | any other: it was, that in agreeing to it they 
them. He trusted some fit occasion would before į should dictate to the Executive, which he be- 
long be found to- disencumber themselves of a lieved would be infringing upon the Executive 
ceremony, new in this country; which tended | power. As it was his peculiar duty to give in- 
only to evil and to increasing embarrassments, | structions to Ministers, it would be improper in 
He observed that it was under the influence of | them to say what should be the instructions 
these impressions, he had made it a rule to him- | given to a Minister ; but if it were not so, he should 
self, for many sessions, to vote for those amend- | not vote for those of the gentleman from Virginia. 
ments and those propositions in the Address; In the instructions of a Minister, it was usual 
which ‘were most delphic and ambiguous, and | to comprise a variety of propositions. Certain 
things were first to be proposed; if these could 
not be obtained, he was instructed to come: for- 
ward with something else, and if this could not 
be got, he went on to his ultimatum. . But, if the 
proposition of the gentleman from Virginia were. 
He also noticed three particulars, in which he | to obtain, his instructions would be publicly 
thought the proposed amendment preferable to | known. In vain would it be for him to offer this 
the report of the committee.’ Ist. The report of | or that, they will say the House of Representa- 


while they were respectful to the President, left 
the House unpledged and open to take up the 
business of the session as it presented itself in its 
ordinary course. It was on this ground he should 
vote for the amendment now under consideration. 


the committee had in it twice repeated general | tives has directed you what to do, and we. will 
and indefinite approbation of the measures of the | not agree to anything else. This would be con- 
Executive towards foreign nations, when it was | trary to all diplomatic proceedings; for that rea- 
well known that a majority of the House had, for | son he should be opposed to the House saying 
four years past, been of a different opinion, and it what should be his instructions. Indeed, if it 
must be supposed many of the present House were 
of a different opinion. He thought it well not to 
step out of their course to express any opinion on 
that subject, or to court opposition. 2d. He 
thought the Address contained too many epitheis 
and superlatives. . It was a style of writing which 
well became youth and passion in some circum- 
stances, more rarely the experience and gravity 
of advanced life, and very seldom reconcilable 
to the dignity of a public assembly. He also no- 
liced “indignant,” “indignity,” and “indignation,” 
repeated not less than three or four times in a do- 
zen lines. He thought it would be found diffi- 
cult, on trial, to remove these objections from the 
report, without proposing new sentences as the 
amendment’ had done. If it was thought the 
amendment was too low on the other extreme, 


5th Con.—-4 


stance, as he believed it would encourage an ex- 
travagant demand. What, said he, have they 
said to our Minister—or rather to the person who 
was formerly our Minister, but who then had-no 
power? They told him to go away; they had 
nothing to say to him; they would receive no 


if we do-this, we shall put ourselves under th 
dominion of a foreign Power, and shall have 
ask a foreign country what we shall ‘do. Thi 
was a situation into. which we must not fall with 


out a struggle. 


were usual, he should be against it in this in-. 


more Ministers from the United States until their: 
grievances were redressed. ` This country is: 
charged with countenancing an inequality of 
treaties. The French have said, redress: oùt: 
grievances in a certain way. ee said. Mr. Ra, 
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Though he was upon the committee, he had | of all that is dear to us. Such a declaration, at 
contributed very little to the composition of the this time, was extremely proper. At present, he 
Answer reported. He thought it, however, a pro- said, all the observations which had been made 
per Address; but he was willing that it might | relative Jo war, were very. premature. They 
undergo any modification which should not alter | might be brought into consideration, when any 
the substance of it. measure should be discussed which might lead to 

“Mr. Srrereaves said, though he had wished to | a war with France. Then would be the time to 
have taken a little more time before he had trou- | count the cost and the benefit. At present, he 
bled the committee with his observations; yet, as | conceived, our only object was, to inquire what 
there now appeared an interval, he should take | were the feelings which the conduct of France 
the opportunity of occupying it for a few minutes. had created in our minds, and whether we were 

He should not answer the observations of the | prepared to express those feelings. 
gentleman from Georgia, with respect to the | Shall we, said he, from a fear of irritating the 
style of the Answer reported ; but he believed that French Republic, in a communication with our 
those gentlemen who would look at it without a | own Executive, suppress our feelings, or what is 
perverted vision, would not discover the faults in | worse, suppress the truth? For his own part, he 
it which that gentleman had discovered. He | saw nothing in the present business but an ex- 
thought it rather remarkable for the simplicity of | pression of feelings naturally excited by the occa- 
its style than for a redundancy of epithet. He sion; nothing but a declaration of facts. This 
discovered more of the latter in the amendment being the case, the question was, whether, from 
than in the original report. It was true that the | fear of irritating the French Government, they 
superlative was used in different places, but he 


should suppress these feelings. 

thought it was used where it ought to be. He It would be well to consider what would be 
would not, however, detain the committee with | the consequence of this condescension. He did 
matter so immaterial, but would proceed to what | not think they were warranted in believing that 
appeared to him of some consequence. they should put France in a better humor with 
“A stranger who had come into the House) us by this means. He was sure that gentlemen 
during this debate, and heard what had fallen | who were in the last Congress would recollect 
from the mover of the proposed amendment, and | that the Answer to the Address was reported in 
from members who had followed him, would have | very mild terms, from a spirit of accommodation 
supposed that, instead of an act of ordinary course | in the committee who formed it, and that it was 
being under discussion, they had been debating | afterwards pruned in the House with care, yet 
the question of a declaration of war against | there had been no amelioration of the disposition 
France. of the French towards this country. Instead of 

‘He would declare, for himself at least, on the | inducing them to behave better to us, had it. not 
subject of war, that he agreed in certain of the | been with a knowledge of this that they have 
sentiments of gentlemen on the other side of the | offered us fresh insult and indignity? Indeed, 
House. A state of war was certainly a curse to | Mr. Pinckney suggests an idea that this modera- 
ny nation; to America it would be peculiarly a | tion of ours may have been one of the operating 
“It ought to be avoided by all possible | causes of sending our Minister from their country. 
€ It was not only impolitic, but madness, | Besides, gentlemen have not pointed out the par- 
to run into war. But he thought there were two ticular expressions which they consider as irri- 
sides of the subject. He thought that peace was | tating in the report. For his own part, he thought 
the greatest of all possible blessings ; but he also | the amendment might be considered as more irri- 
thought that peace might be purchased too dearly, | tating than the draught of the committee. What 
and war avoided at too great an expense. He | was the language of the amendment? [He read 
thought peace might cost a greater value than it] He gave it as his opinion, that there was 
money—our independence. This was no new | more of war and bullying in it than in the origi- 
sentiment in this country. It was thought that | nal report. It was true the threat it contained 
peace: might be bought too dearly in the Revolu- | was accompanied by an if. Now, all the differ- 
tionary war; they then thought it better to be at | ence between the draughtand theamendment was, 
war than to submit to the alternative evils. | that in the former, instead of using the if, they 
France also shows that she prefersa state of war— had at once expressed indignation at the insults 
a war carried on at an unexampled expense of | offered to this country by the French Republic, 
blood and treasure—to a state of peace with des- | and given assurances to the Executive that they 
potism. He thought, therefore, that we should would repel indignity with indignation. 
hold. a language.of a firm and manly tone. To But if this subject was to be considered, he 


-x -preserve peace by all honorable means, but not | would turn toa part of the gentleman’s proposi- 


dishonorable means. As he observed last | tion, not indeed immediately before them, but 


-4o ession, on a similar occasion, we should culti- | which he had declared it his intention to bring 


ace with zealand sincerity; but whenever | forward, where he says, * we will repel all unjust , 
éntion of ‘doing so was publicly expressed, | demands on the United States by foreign coun- 
it ought to be accompanied with an opposite tries; that we will ever consider the humiliation 
assertion of a determinution, if our endeavors to | of the Government as the greatest personal dis- 
maintain peace fail, that then every resource of | grace.” He was willing to act upon the gentle- 
-the nation shall be called into existence in support man’s own principles. If we think there have 
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been any unjyst demands upon the United States 
by foreign nations, it is then our duty to-repel 
them. . The question was therefore- narrowed, 
and.they had only to say whether the demands 
made by the French Goyernment were just or 
unjust. 

The gentleman from Virginia thought proper 
also to tell the committee, that majorities had 
pushed the House too far, and had expected mi- 
norities to sacrifice their opinions. The gentle- 
man was very tenacious of his own opinion, and 
he trustéd he would suffer others to be equally so 
of theirs. If that gentleman, said Mr. S., thinks 
the demands of France are not unjust, I think 
they are. They had been declared to be unjust 
in the most solemn manner; and, if the committee 
think they are so, it was the gentleman’s own po- 
sition that they should say so; and if they were 
unjust, they should be repelled, and the United 
States should look forward to that state of things 
when it shall be necessary to repel them. 

He did not think it necessary to repeat his 
wishes for peace.. He thought it possible for this 
Government to pursue a. line of conduct which, 
while it secured. our rights, would preserve us in 
peace. ; 

He wished to take a little notice of what had 
fallen from the gentleman from Virginia, on the 
subject of sacrifice of opinion. He had already 
observed. that he hoped that gentleman would 
allow the same liberty of sentiment to others 
which he claimed for himself. He would not 
stop here. .After great public measures have 
been the object of deliberate discussion in other 
branches of the Government, and have been car- 
ried by.a majority, he thought it the duty of a 
minority to aequiesce in the determination. 
Wherever the opinion of all comes to be known 
through the different channels from which they 
emanate, and where there must of course ‘be a 
difference of opinion, the minority ought certainly 
to. acquiesce in the determinations of the majority. 

It was from this opinion that he was concerned 
- to hear the past coħduct of any branch of the 
Governmeat-censured. Whatever legitimate acts 
‘of Government were passed, they should be, pro- 
tected by the minority as.well as the majority. 
They should be held sacred, and never blown upon 
by us. They should hold but one language in 
their support. Whatever difference of opinion 
might exist among themselves, this difference 
ought not to appear in their acts to foreign na- 
tions. We should speak, said he, in these cases, 
but as one people.’ Therefore, if the Answer to 
the President’s Address be an instrument of which 
the French Republic must take notice, it should 
not appear to them that we have been at any 
time, or are now, divided in the sentiments which 
it contains: the acts of the Government are the 
acts of the country, and not a whisper should es- 
cape from us in opposition to them, when they 
have. been concluded. and carried into effect. 

He wished the gentleman from Virginia had 
omitted his observations with respect to factions 
which may exist in this country, as there was no 
necessary connection between that subject and the 
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one under consideration. It was one which ought 
to be kept out of view within these walls. It was 
to be regretted that the press was contaminated 
with this kind of rubbish; but when the gentle- 
man had expressed his contempt for charges of 
this sort, he should have extended it to both sides 
of the House: for if French faction was cried out 
on one side, British faction, on the other, had for 
these four years been rung from New Hampshire 
to Georgia. He should have spared the com- 
mittee these remarks, if the gentleman had not, 
perhaps unwillingly, in some degree added to the 
odium which was cast upon one side of the House, 
by saying that when he first came into the Go- 
vernment he found a general disposition against 
the French cause; and even against Republican 
government. [Mr. Nicnouas denied having used 
this last expression.] Mr. S. said he so under- 
stood him. However, when he spoke of the exist- 
ence of parties, he wished he had looked on both 
sides of the question. i 
But, said he, let us, on this occasion, confine 
ourselves to the real question now. before us. ‘We 
have been informed, said he. by the President, in 
his Speech to both Houses, of the conduct of the 
French towards this Government, and have since 
received the documents upon which this report: 
was founded. He had not yet heard any Ee - 
man justify the conduct of the French. He 
heard, indeed, some attempts to palliate or ap 
gise for it, but'none to vindicate it. His ideas of 
these things were, that the French had not 
injured us, but added insult-to injury ; and. 
he retained this belief, he could not help feeling 
indignation and resentment. The question befor 
the House was not, Will we resent it? ` Oura 
tions, better than our words, show our desires for 
peace. It was a desire in which we were too 
much interested, to be doubted; yet it was proper. 
that this desire should be accompanied with ex- 
pressions of our feelings on the occasion. What 
objections could there be to this? If we were 
sunk so low, if our fears of the French Republic 
are so great, that we dare not express what we 
feel, our situation was become really deplora 
He hoped this-was not, nor ever would be. th 
case. He hoped we should cultivate peace with | 
sincerity, but with firmness. For if the French 
Republic is so terrible to us, that we must crouch, 
and sink before her; if we hold our rights at her. 
nod, let gentlemen say so. And if we are to give 
up ourselves to her, let it be an act of the Govern- 
ment; do not let us conceal under the appearance. . 
of spirit, actual submission. Nations, it was true, 
might be brought into such a situation as to be: 
obliged to surrender some of their rights: to other 
nations; but, when this is done, it should: be dove... 
with some degree of character. Let it not be. 
done as a confession of guilt. -Let us, said oe 
however, surrender any thing, sooner. than the. 
fair fame of our country. Hovas not a military. 
man, nor did he know how he should act upon 
such an oceasion; but he knew what we ough 
do. We ought, rather thansubmit to such indi 
nity, to die in the last ditch. Why insinuate that 
the Government had been wrong T Was it not 
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enough to submit to injury; shall we not only 
receive the stripes, but kiss the rod that inflicts 
them ? f ; 

But, said he, are we in this situation? Must 
‘we surrender any of our rights? He knew if we 
submitted to injury and insult, this would be the 
unavoidable consequence. He disdained any re- 
liance on the generous magnanimity of the 
French Republic. He thought her conduct. to- 
wards this country justified no such reliance. 

He was of opinion we ought to take a firm and 
‘decided attitude on this occasion, and,at any rate, 
before we make a. surrender of our rights, we 
ought to make a struggle to retain them. 

Mr. S. said he had made these observations 
more with a desire to prevent any false represen- 
tations of the views of the House from going 
abroad, than from a desire to throw much addi- 
tional light upon the subject. For his own part, 
he saw nothing in the reported Answer that could 
either irritate or offend against decorum. We 
assert that we have not injured the French Re- 
public, but, if she will injure us, we will defend 
ourselves. Thinking thus, he should be in favor 
of the original report, and against the amendment. 

Mr. Oris observed, that ‘he was so little accus- 
tomed to the mode of conducting a debate in that 
honorable House, that he hardly knew in. what 
manner to apply his remarks to the subject before 
the committee. A specific motion had been laid 
on the table by the gentleman from Virginia, 
which reduced the true question before them toa 
narrow compass; but the mover, in discussing his 
own proposition, had enlarged upon subjects dear 
to his mind, and familiar to his recollection. In 
this circuit he had been ably followed by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, and others; so that 
the whole subject of the Address to the President, 
and the reply of the committee, was brought into 
view, with many considerations that did not be- 
long to it. It was his design to have remained silent 
until the subject had been exhausted by other gen- 
tlemen, and if any remark of an important nature 
had been omitted, which was not likely to have 
been the case, he would have suggested such ideas 
as might have presented themselves to his mind; 
but a motion having been made for the committee 
‘to. rise, he would then offer a few observations, 
not so much for the sake of illustrating the ques- 
tion, which had been done most successfully, 
butin order to declare his sentiments upon this 
important occasion. He so far agreed with the 
gentleman from Georgia, that he believed, upon 
‘ordinary occasions, an Answer to the President’s 
Address should be calculated to-preserve an har- 
‘monious intercourse between the different de- 

‘partments of Government, rather than to pledge 
-either branch of the Legislature, collaterally, upon 
subjects that would come regularly under their 
consideration. Bothe present was not an ordi- 
-nary occasion, and the situation of the country re- 

“quired that the Answer should not be a spiritless 
“expression of civility, but a ñew edition of the 
Declaration of Independence. He expressed his 
<- ¥egret that upon. this question gentlemen should 
“have wandered into a review of measures and 


subjects, so frequently examined, go deliberately 


settled, and which had a tendency to rekindle 
party animosity. If they would never acquiesce 
in the deliberate acts of the Government, because 
their personal sentiments had been adverse to 
them in the season of their discussion, there could 
be no end to controversy. For his part he con- 
ceived that all party distinctions ought now to 
cease; and that the House was now called by a 
warning voice, to destroy the idea of a geographi- 
eal division of sentiment and interest existing 
among the people. His constituents and himself 
were disposed to regard the inhabitants of the 
Southern States as brothers, whose features were 
cast in the same mould, and who had waded 
through the same troubled waters to the shore 
of liberty and independence. He hoped that gen- 
tlemen would, in their turn, think the other-part 
of the Union entitled. to some consideration. 

The Address of the President disclosed, for the 
contemplation of the committee, a narrative of 
facts, and of the existing causes of controversy 
between the French Republic and ourselves ; the 
overtures for reconciliation, which were to be re- 
peated by attempts to negotiate, and the measures 
of defence that might be proper, in case negotia- 
tion should fail. The injuries sustained by us 
were of a high and atrocious nature, consisting 
in the capture of our vessels, depredations upon 
the property and persons of our citizens, the indig- 
nity offered to our Minister; but what was more 
aggravating than the rest, was, the professed de- 
termination not to receive our Minister until the 
complaints of the French should be redressed, 
without explanation and without exception— 
until we should violate treaties, repeal laws, and 
do what the Constitution. would not authorize, 
vacate solemn judgments of. our courts of law. 
These injuries should not be concealed. He did 
not wish, however, to indulge in unnecessary ex- 
pressions of indignation, but to state in plain and 
unequivocal terms the remonstrances of injured’ 
friendship. If any man doubted of the pernicious 
effects of the measures of thé French nation, and 
of the actual state of our commerce, let him in- 
quire of the ruined and unfortunate “merchant, 
harassed with prosecutions on account of the 
revenue, which he so long and patiently toiled to 
support. If any doubted of its effects upon agricul- 
ture, let him inquire of the farmer whose produce 
is falling and will be exposed to perish in his 
barns. Where, said he, are your sailors ? - Listen 
to the passing gale of the ocean; and you will 
hear their groans issuing from French prison- 
ships. Such were the injuries, and such the re- 
quisitions of the French nation ; and he defied the 
ingenuity of any gentleman to draw a compari- 
son between the Directory and the British Parlia- 
ment, in favor of the former; and insisted that 
the demands of Charles Delacroix were. upon a 
parallel with those of Lord North. He enlarged 
upon the analogy of the circumstances attending 
the pretensions of the British Government to bind 
us, when we. were colonies, and of the French to 
subjugate us, now we are free and independent 
States. He thought it expedient to cultivate the 
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same spirit of union, and to use the same firm 
and decided language. He regretted that ques- 
tions should be agitated upon this’ occasion, 
which had been formerly the cause of party 
spirit and dissensions ; and did. not believe. that 
the immortal men who framed the noted instru- 
ment which dissolved the charm of allegiance 
and shivered the fetters of tyranny, condescended 
to differ about verbal. criticisms and nice expres- 
sions, through fear of giving offence; nor that it 
was incumbent upon the members of the commit- 
tee to repress the assertion of their rights, or 
smother a just and dignified expression of their 
susceptibility of insult, because the French had 
been once our friends, or because the commence- 
ment of their revolution was a struggle for liber- 
ty.. There was a time when he was animated 
with enthusiasm in favor of the French Revolu- 
tion, and he cherished it, while civil liberty ap- 
peared to be the object; but he now considered 
that Revolution as completely achieved, and that 
the war was continued, not for liberty, but. for 
conquest. and aggrandizement, to which he did 
not believe it was the interest of this country to 
contribute.: > 
The only precise objection which he recollected 
toa full declaration of our sense of injury, was 
the difference of the system, which, it was sug- 
gested, had beén adopted by Government towards 
the British under similar circumstances of unjust 
aggression... But. if it. were true that this differ- 
ence existed, it did not become those who thought 
the measures: of Government. wrong upon that 
occasion, to advocate a repetition of error. In 
his opinion, however, .a difference of measures 
would be justifiable by a reflection upon the 
causes which induced the British depredations, 
and those.to which the measures of the French 
may be assigned; and yet there was not in fact 


that variance between the plans recommended by 


the supporters of the late Executive, and adopted 
towards the. British, and those which have been 
pursued, and are now defended, with respect -to 
the French, which gentlemen were ready to ima- 
gine. . He was contented to rest the first of these 
positions upon: the facts, that the British were 
stimulated to annoy our commerce, through an 
apprehension that we were united against them, 
and the French, by a belief that we were divided 
in their favor. To undeceive them in these op- 
posite prejudices, might have required, or at least 
justified, dissimilar modes of speaking and acting. 
Yet the language. adopted, and the measures ad- 
vocated, were nearly alike. To say nothing of 
the late instructions to Mr. Pinckney, the famous 
memorial of Mr.. Jay to Lord Grenville, which 
has been the subject of so much calumny, was not 
couched in more conciliatory or unassuming terms 
than the Answer of the House of Representatives 
to the President’s Speech at the last session. [He 
here read the Answer, } and yet it is intimated by 
` our Minister, Mr. Pinckney, (a man, who, he 

hoped, was not meant to be included by the gen- 

tleman from -Massachusetts in the description of 

those who were under British influence—a man 
‘of high and. untarnished reputation and known 


attachment to his country,) that this very An- 
swer was probably among the causes of the con- 
duct of the French Directory. He then added 
some further observations, to prove, that when 
the country was menaced with British hostilities, 
measures of defence had been proposed by the 
friends to the Administration, comprising the 
equipment of a navy, fortifying the ports, and 
organizing the militia. 
Having thus, as he contended, demonstrated the 
right and propriety of stating our complaints, he 
adverted to the next important subject contained 
|in the Speech: “the resolution of the Executive 
still to persist in pacific means of negotiation,” 
and was thus led toanalyse the motion for amend- 
ment submitted to the committee. He sincerely 
approved of this intention of the Executive, and 
most earnestly wished that it might be attended 
with success: no man could more anxiously de- 
precate.a war than himself, or was more impressed 
with a persuasion of its calamities; and he knew 
that his constituents were-solicitous to avoid it by 
all honorable means. The preamble of this mo- 
tion was not, in his view, objectionable; but to 
express the sentiment “that the French merely. 
intended to suspend the ordinary, and bring into 
use the extraordinary means of -intercourse with 
foreign nations,” was decidedly against his judg-. 
ment. Was it possible for any man of veracity 
to make this declaration? If this was reall 
sole object of the Directory, it would have jus 
fied the dismission of Mr. Monroe, equally with 
refusal to receive Mr. Pinckney. A wish to 
pend the ordinary intercourse would haye: 
displayed in their conduct to the resident Minis- 
ter; yet Mr. Monroe was not only permitted to 
reside in France in his public capacity for many ` i 
months subsequent to the pretended grievances, 
but was told by the Directory, “that he parted ` 
with their regret.” Jt was, therefore, a most ab- 
surd and humiliating apology which gentlemen 
were disposed to furnish to the French Directory; 
he believed they would smile at and disavow it, 
and thought it degrading to make, in their behalf, 
timid excuses, which they would disdain to ac- 
cept. The only chance for a propitious issue by 
negotiation, depended upon permitting the Exec- 
utive, the Constitutional depositary of this right, 
to exercise a free agency; and the subsequent 
clause of the motion, which dictated terms to the ` 
Executive in the removal of the inequalities of 
our treaties, was equally impolitic and injudicious,. 
It was probable that the Executive would’ make 
the concession alluded to by the gentleman, ican 
equivalent could be obtained, by a compensation. 
for our losses, and the security of our-peace; but 
of this he must be the judge, and we should leave 
him free to grant it as a sacrifice made to the'de= 
sire of peace,,and not authorize the -Freneh to: 
claim it asa right. If it was known beforehand 
that the Executive was bound, and that the Mi 
ister was instructed, to remove a pretended cai 
of grievance, without any stipulation for an equi 
alent, he would commence. his overttires under. 
| manifest disadvantage. The Directory, secure of 
one pretension, would. probably urge others: 1 
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the present case, there was no reason to conclude | 
that the grievance arising from “the inequality 
of existing treaties? which was the only one 
mentioned by the mover, was the principal source 
of our disagreement with the French, or that re- į 
moving that alone would effect our object. Did 
he therefore mean to pinion the Executive down 
to that single concession? Or would he enlarge 
his motion, and direct the Executive to say that 
our laws should be repealed, and the judgments 
of our courts vacated? Was it wise or politic to 
publish to the. world, at the outset of an embassy, 
the ultimate terms that. were to be offered, and to 
send an Envoy with open orders to accede to 
every demand of the French nation? If he was 
to be despatched under these auspices, let him be 
decorated, not with the cap of liberty, upon which 
our former motto was “liberty or death,” but sub- 
stitute in its place “humiliation and submission 
to your will.” He may then, perhaps, be admitted 
to the honors of a sitting. 
Mr. O. then proceeded to the last division of 
his subject—the means of defence recommended 
in the Speech. It was, he said, unfair to connect 
with an approbation of such measures a disposi- 
tion for ‘hostilities with the French. War was 
the greatest of all possible calamities into which 
the pride of kings, or the ambition of rulers, could 
plunge and provoke an unoffending and neutral 
nation.. He did not presume that any member in 
that. House could derive a benefit from so deplo- 
rable a condition of society. Buta small portion 
of them would probably go into the army ; and of 
that portion, few could expect to make fortunes 
by their commissions. A desire of war was, 
therefore, entirely out of the question, He never 
understood that when controversies of a threaten- 
` ing aspect subsisted between nations, preparatory 

and. defensive measures were construed into acts 
ility, or into a determination to make war. 

ontrary, the usage of all nations sanctioned 
sucha mode of conduct. He would not, how- 
ever, resort to monarchies, or to great and formi- 
dable nations, for examples, but to the little Re- 
publican canton of Basle. That independent 


territory was exposed, like our own country, to 
the unfounded criminations and unmerited out- 
But in 


this country makes any part of the system of 
French aggrandizement, we should probably have 
it without the forms of consultation. Do gentle- 
men suppose that when negotiation shall have 
absolutely failed, the French will give us time to: 
equip our vessels, fortify our ports, and burnish 
our arms, in order to show us fair play? Let 
gentlemen consider our defenceless situation in 
such circumstances; let them not pause until it 
shall be too late. The tide of conquest had 
deluged Europe; it might swell the great Atlantic 
and roll towards our shores, bringing upon its 
troubled surface the spirit of revolution, which 
might spread like a pestilence, possibly in the 
Southern States, and excite a war of the most 
dreadful kind, of slaves against their masters, and 
thereby endanger the existence of that Union so. 
dear to his constituents, and the separation of 
which would be painful as the agonies of death. 
He concluded with many other observations, 
having for their object the preservation of the 
Union, the necessity of forming and displaying a 
national character, and a demonstration of the 
absurdity of supposing that the President of the 
United States, at this period of his life and repu- 
tation, could feel an interest in promoting a rup- 
ture between France and this country, by any 
measures he might adopt. 
Mr. Gies said, that as the committee appeared 
divided on the Address, and as he had attended the 
discussion, he submitted to the consideration of 
members whether it would not be advisable, in 
order to produce a spirit of unanimity and cool 
deliberation, to recommit the report and send the 
amendment also to the committee with an addi- 
tion of members. He wished the last gentlemen up 
had been more delicate on a subject that he had 
touched ; if he infers that because one part of the 
members may think a rash measure just, that 
those who think differently must not exercise their 
judgments in thinking the contrary, he thought 
the gentleman had overstretched his reasoning. 
He was one of those who felt a strong apprehen- 
sion of a war; he thought one means would be 
more likely than another to prevent it, and he 
was using that preventive measure because he 
thought it both just and honorable and wise. We 
all concur in our declarations at least of a love of 
peace; he was sorry to hear language which be- 
trayed a very different disposition. He was for 
showing our ultimatum, and taking the conse- 
quences, but he would not agree to be either silly 
or insolent in the proceeding, because nothing was 
so unbecoming of a wise man, or a wise people, as 
anger or petulant irritation, when their happiness 
and that of millions was at stake. He wished the 
report to be recommitted, that we might proceed . 
thus wisely, after we had determined well; and 
if the issue should disappoint our fair and just ex- 
pectations, he should not be one of those that 
wouldask others to support his opinions. He would 
stand by his country ın the storm, and share its 
fate. Prove then, by arecommittal, that you do not 
aim at the triumph ofa party. He therefore moved 
the recommittal. ; 
Mr. Harrer was against the recommitment. 
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He saw. nothing that was effected, or could be 
effected by it. He never would submit to the 
terms of France. This is the last stand that we 
have to make. He never would agree that the 
two plans, viz: the report and amendment, were 
‘capable of concurring. They were like two lines 
diverging from the same point. To the common 
eye they seemed as if they were upon the same 
course; but the mathematical eye saw that they 
were growing farther and farther from each other. 
We have nothing to do but as we did in the Revo. 
lution—just to go through it. He could see no 
benefit arising from concession. 

Mr, Brooxs was against the amendment, for 
that and the report never would agree. To re- 
commit was nothing but wasting precious time. 
If the:amendment was lost, we might then bring 
in another ; and so on till we finally met. It was 
too late in the day to go through the matter 
now. Refering to something which fell. from 
Mr. Gites about American prospects of futurity, 
he asked whether the member had the power of 
divination? 

Mr. Gives, in ‘reply, said that, while we- were 
so loudly denying ourselves to bea divided peo- 
ple, the very debate proved that we were so. The 
gentleman had charged him with assuming the 

ower of divination, and at thesame time assumed 
it to himself, by distinctly asserting that the re- 
port and amendment could never be madé to 
agree. Mr. G. feared not, but it would be bet- 
ter to try. As for the waste of time, the select 
committee: might be ready with their report by 
to-morrow. morning. He had always been a friend 
to.deliberation. He never knew any thing lost by 
it; though indeed the fury with which his pro- 
posal had been commented on, did not promise 
much good. 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) said, that he hoped 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, which 
had for its object a recommitment of the Answer, 
would not prevail. It was certainly very desira- 
ble that the select committee, appointed in the 
` first instance for the purpose, should have reported 
such a draught of an Answer as would have united 
in its favor all parts of the House. He was not the 
only one who had expected it. Disappointed, how- 
` ever, in such an expectation, they were forbidden 
to indulge a hope that any good could be derived 
from sending it back to a committee before one 
vote at least was taken, and the sense of the House 
thus far ascertained as to the style and tenor of 
their reply. 
should succeed, then the business would be ripe for 
reference to a committee, who would take such 
amendment as their guide, and so modify the re- 
port as ‘to render the whole correspondent with it. 
As tothe motion moreimmediately under consider- 
ation, he could notgive it his unqualified vote, more 
especially when it was considered and acknowl- 
edged to be in its operation a complete substitute. 
Candor, however, compelled. him to declare that 
it contained one feature, and that too an import- 
ant one, which attracted his attention, and would 
certainly ¿have his approbation. There would, 


however, be a more proper place for introducing | had been experienced in getting ‘three frigates 


If this proposition for amendment | 
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it than that proposed by the mover. Stripped’ of 
the more exceptionable matter with which it was 
then connected, it might very well be adopted as 
an amendment in one of the latter paragraphs of 
the report; and would not at all vary the princi- 
ple, or be inconsistent with the general tenor of it, 

At this point, the committee rose, and had leave 
to sit again. 

And the House adjourned. 


Wepnegpay, May 24. 


Wirum Smir, from Pinckney district, South 
Carolina; Samuen. Smita, from Maryland; Joun 
ALLEN, from Connecticut; and Wituam Finp- 
Ley, from Pennsylvania, appeared, produced their 
credentials, were qualified, and took their seats. 


ANSWER TO PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. © 


The House again went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Answer to the President’s Speech, 
and Mr. Nicwotas’s. amendment being under 
consideration, ; 

Mr. Swanwick opened the debate. He lament- 
ed the loss of time which was generally experi- 
enced at the opening of every session in debating 
the Answer to the Speech of the President, when, 
perhaps, business of the first moment called for 
immediate attention. It was much'to be wished 
that committees appointed for this purpose would 
confine themselves to the instructions which were 
given to them on the occasion, which were in 
general terms, viz: “to prepare a respectful Ad- 
dress, assuring the President that the House will 
take into their serious consideration the various 
important matters recommended to their atten- 
tion.” If Answers were drawn in general terms, © 
conformably to these instructions, he thought 
very many of the embarrassments which they 


“now experienced would be avoided, and every 


member would be left at liberty to pursue suc 
measures as appeared to them right, when they 
came before him in the ordinary course of busi- 
ness unclogged by any creed which he might have 
been called to assent to before he had an oppor- 
tunity of considering the subjects it contained. ` It 
also often occasioned much warmth in debate, 
and served to divide the House into two parties 
onthe very threshold of their business. This 
could not possibly have any good effect, but the 
contrary ; he should therefore be happy to see the 
practice simplified or abolished altogether. © 
The effect at present has been, that no sooner 
had the committee appointed to draught an Ad- 
dress made a report, than the gentleman from 
Virginia proposed a substitute, which, according 
to his idea, was more proper. : 
had taken place, and The believed that: either ~: 
might be adopted without effect, as they were: 
merely a form of words leading to no conclusion...” 
Suppose a majority of one was obtained on the... 
report, what end would be produced 7 None; fi 
it might bé that the very persons who voted:on 
this general question, might vote against particu: 
lar subjects when they came under consideration; 
as every one would recollect the difficulties which - 


A warm debate: 
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built, and this difficulty, he doubted not, would | the subject-before they are made, is this House. 


again occur. Since, however, these two forms of 
an Answer were before them, and they were call- 
ed upon to say which they would adopt, it might 
_ be proper to go into some consideration of the 
subject. 
The. difference between the two productions 
seemed to be, that the one reported seemed to ex- 


press great indignity on account of the injuries. 


received from the French Republic, and a deter- 
mination to repel them; that produced by the 
gentleman from Virginia was of a more concilia- 
tory tone, recommending to the President to be- 
gin his negotiation. with placing the French Re- 
public on the same ground with the other belli- 
gerent Powers ; so that the difference was simply 
as it respected a few words. : 

What were the arguments in favor of the warm 
tone? They were told it would have a great 
effect on the French Republic, because if a spirit- 
ed Answer were given to the President’s Com- 
munication, signifying (as his colleague Mr. Srr- 
GREAVES had strongly expressed it) that we were 
determined to die in the last ditch, it would strike 
them with terror. If he thought this effect could 
be really produced, it might be some inducement 
for him to agree to it. 

Mr. 8. remarked, that they were told by Mr. 
Pinckney, in his letter to the Secretary of State, 
that it was probable that two events had contrib- 
uted to his dismissal from the French Republic, 
viz: one, the victories of Bonaparte in Italy, the 
other, the Addresses of the Senate and House 
of Representatives in answer to the Speech of 
the President at the last session. With respect to 
the Answers alluded to, no opinion could be form- 
ed from this assertion, because though that of the 
House of Representatives was. tolerably mode- 
rate, yet that of the Senate was as warm as any 
thing could be produced. He read extracts from 
both, and compared them with each other, giving 
the credit, which, in his opinion, was due to the 
most moderate. . 

The first and most necessary step to be taken 
was, to putall the belligerent Powers upon the 
same footing, which could not be an offence to 
any. But it was said that to recommend this 
measure to the Executive, was to dictate to him; 
that it was carrying humility on the front of the 
Minister who should be employed. What! said 
Mr. S., would it be to carry humility in his front 
tosay, “I come to place you on the same footing 
with the most favored nation ?” It certainly could 
not; since it was the language of right reason, of 
justice. 3 

As to-dictating to the Executive, could it be 
called dictating when we merely express our opin- 
jon and adviée to him, on points which he has 
himself laid before us ; and, in order to deliberate 
on which we were thus unusually called together? 
Very low. and debasing, indeed, must be the situ- 
ation of this House, if they were to be muzzled 
and prevented from laying their sentiments before 
the Chief Magistrate of the Union! When trea- 
ies are madé,.we are told they are laws over 


which we Have no power. If wedare not speak on 


reduced merely to the odious task of laying taxes, 
without being allowed to exercise its sense on any 
other public measures connected with them? 
Why does the President communicate these things 
to us, if we are not allowed to express any senti- 
ments about them? Why do the people elect 
their representatives all over this widely extended 
empire, if, when they are convened, they are not 
allowed the privilege of expressing their opinions 
on the dearest interests of their constituents? But 
is stated that this will create division among the 
branches of the Government, who ought always 
to act and think alike. Were this the case, there 
was no use to divide the Government, as our Con- 
stitution does, into three branches; they might 
all have been left in one, and then no accident of 
this kind would have happened ; but the fart is, 
this very division of the branches was devised in 
order that they might operate as checks on each 
other. The people thought it better that a divis- 
ion of this kind should prevent acting at all, than 
that we should act hastily and unadvisedly. Thus 
when a law, after mature deliberation, passes this 
House as wise and good, the Senate were not 
obliged on this account to see it in the same light; . 
they judge for themselves, and, if they see cause, 
reject it, and no complaint takes place on our part 
because they do so. In another Government, in- 
deed that of England, all the branches have been 
contrived into the most. perfect union, Kings, 
Lords, and Commons, all agree, but has the Gov- 
ernment been the better for this? Happy had it 
been for that nation, had this. not been the case. 
Many an unwise measure they have gone into, , 
might then, fortunately for the nation, have been 
totally prevented. 
But it has been said we ought to express the 
highest indignation at the conduct of France. Lets 
us examine for a moment on what this is found- 
ed. Three grounds have been mentioned; the dis- . 
mission of our Minister, the spoliations on our 
ships, and the interference with our Government, 
in attempting to divide the people from it. As 
to the first, the dismission of our Minister, said 
Mr. S., nobody can feel more sensibly than I do, 
this indignity ; but it only leads me to regret, as 
I have often already expressed my regrets, at our 
sending so many diplomatic gentlemen to Europe. 
Wretched will be our case, if we are embroiled 
whenever these gentlemen shall be refused, or 
uncivilly treated. All history is full of instances 
of wars, founded on such points of etiquette as 
these, and they admonish us against employing 
embassies, as much as possible, to avoid these 
dangers from our foreign connexions. But it 
seems, the Directory, by Mr. Pinckney’s letter, at 
the same time sent away thirteen other foreign 
Ministers; yet we do not hear that these nations 
went to war on this account. One of them was 
Sweden, a very powerful maritime nation, pos- 


sessed of a considerable fleet; her Minister was 


dismissed; she contented herself with sending 
away the French Minister also, and here the dis- 
pute ended. But, surely allowance ought also to 
be made for the present revolutionary state of 
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France. Ifall things do not proceed there with 
the order they ought, it is perhaps because of their 
present warlike and revolutionary position, which 
cannot but mend every day, and should induce us 
to‘ make some allowance for them. 

‘As to the spoliations, they doubtless are also 
just causes of complaint from América ; but while 
they are equally continued to this day by Eng- 
land, Spain, Holland, and France, we ought to go 
war with all these Powers, if we mean to attack 
any on this score; for surely the groans of our 
seamen, so emphatically heard by the gentleman 
up before me, from Massachusetts, are heard as 
distinctly from Cape Nichola Mole as from Cape 


unless we have ears to hear injories from one 
quarter only. He thought, indeed, it would evince 
our spitit to go to war with them all, and by that 
‘means retaliate upon each the injuries we have 
received from each. But nothing was said about 
the spoliations of the British. The British take 
property bound to France in pursuance of the 
treaty ; and the French, taking advantage of the 
stipulation, made in the British Treaty, that “free 
ships do not make free goods,” take our property 
bound to. English ports. So that this isthe ground 
upon which all of our difficulties rest.. Upon the 
admission to take, lies the evil; for, a French 
privateer meeting an American merchantman 
says to. him, “ You have English goods on board.” 
He answers “no ;” but the vessel is taken: into a 
French port to undergo a trial, and in the mean 
time the engagements of the merchant. become 
due, which being unable to meet, from this fail- 
“ure in the arrival of his vessels, he is ruined. The 
fact is, that while the war lasts, so will the spolia- 
tions, in spite of every thing we can do to the 
~ contrary ; not because the nations at war are just, 

but because they are powerful, and ase that power 
as suits their own interest, without reference to 
our grievances or complaints. . For this there is no 
- remedy butan embargo, since nothing short of this 
can prevent the captures complained of; and this 
remedy has been thought worse than the disease, 
since it putsa stop to all commerce and must tend 
> to lower the prices of our produce. We must, 
therefore, he presumed, leave trade to regulate 
itself in this respect; although, it may be inci- 
dentally observed, that our European, and China, 
and East India trade have been hitherto preserv- 
ed pretty free from violation. We have suffered 
most in the West Indies; but here, it is to be re- 
marked, the French Republic have no decided 
power; their islands are governed by a provision- 
al agency, who are obliged to keep the blacks and 
mulattoes in good humor in order to preserve 
those possessions, and who are so little under the 
‘control of France that they have frequently 
shipped back to them the Generals and Commis- 
sioners they have sent out to them. In the West 
Indies, in fact, all is plunder, the age of the buc- 
‘eaniers is revived, and even exceeded, and those 
who go thither must trust for safety only to their 
heels} for as to arming them, I doubt much whe- 
ther we could prevent this being made a pretext 
of for fitting out more privateers from among 


Francois, and ought to rouse equal indignation, | 


oursélves, who, perhaps, according to their differ- 
ent interests, would, under pretext of defending 
commerce, only be committing spoliations on each 
other at sea. War might increase the quantity 
of depredations, but I doubt if, by this measure, 
we could safely repress or control them ; sooner 
or later it must lead us to the calamity we all 
wish so ardently to avoid, the positive evils and 
misfortunes of war. 

But it is stated that France wanted to divide 
the people from the Government, and to influence 
it unduly: and this has been compared to divid- 
ing us from ourselves; as if she wished to tear 
the arms from the shoulders, the legs from the 
thighs, or the head from the trunk, This is sure- 
ly too absurd for any Government to have intend- 
ed, and could never be expected to succeed, unless 
indeed measures were to be taken by the Gov- 
ernment oppressive and injurious to the people; 
in which case we have often seen this effect pro- 
duced in other countries, not so much however 
from foreign faction or influence as from domes- 
tic oppression or discontent. A general clamor 
was indeed raised against France, in Europe, as if 
she were the enemy of all social order and gov-. 
ernment; but the fact is, their Governments 
would never have been affected but in proportion. 
as they were intrinsically bad and oppressive, In 
this country the people love the Government be- 
cause they are happy; keep them so, keep them 
as free as possible from taxes, embark them in no 
unnecessary wars or troubles, and you need never 
fear the effects of any foreign influence on them. 
Alarms of this kind may do well for hungry 
pamphleteers and greedy scribblers, whose writ- 
ings, it is to, be lamented, are so greedily pur+ 
chased and read among us, but never ought to be. 
admitted within the limits of these walls; all the 
noise of British and French parties in this coun- 
try being merely terms of abuse bandied about, 
and at best but empty nonsense. ee 

But it is said our independence is menaced, and 
we must make a second edition of it. By whom 
is it invaded? Does France want to govern us? 
She would bave but poor encouragement in. this 
from the fate of her predecessor. Can England 
desire it? She makes more by us in the: silent 
but productive operations of trade. Let us not 
then deceive ourselves by this empty declama- . 
tion. If France finds fault, it is not at our laws: 
or Constitutions as they relate to us at home} 
surely, if by any effects of them abroad they ope- 
rate to her disadvantage, she has a right to com-. 
plain, and we ought to inquire into: the omi- 
plaint, and if well founded, to redress it as far as 
in our power. K Ae BE 

But a gentleman from Massachusetts appre: 
hends the Atlantic will not be able to restraimthe 
tide of French victories; that they will land and 
revolutionize the Southern States. and free the. 
negroes. I confess, said Mr. S., Ihave no appre- 
hensions of this kind; but if we really have such: 
ideas, how much the more careful ought we to 
be to avoid a war which has been:so desolating to 
other. nations, and especially now, when: they- are 
getting so tired of it and anxious to put an end to. 
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it; for it is plain their exhausted resources must | perils and the errors in which that report would 


soon compel them to do this, and it would be an 
unlucky moment for us to get into the scrape as 
others were getting out-of it. 3o. 

It has been often observed that the people and 
the Government are one; but if the Representa- 
tives are compelled to divide even to carry an An- 
swer by a majority of one or two votes, will this 
carry an idea of unanimity? Had we not better 
modify the Answer in such a way as may produce 
a, more general acquiescence in it? This will 
give more true dignity to our proceedings, and 
give a proof that we are governed by reason more 
than passion, by the love of our country rather 
than by any other consideration. 

Mr. Livinaston said that, having listened to the 
gentlemen who had preceded him with the most 
respectful attention, and heard their ardent ex- 
pressions of patriotism and the lively sense which 
they entertained of the true dignity of our Gov- 
ernment, he should not attempt to follow them 
into a field which had been exhausted, but would 
leave it to the consideration of the committee 
and his country to determine upon his sentiments 
and thé measures which he should suggest whe- 
ther he was not equally disposed with others to 
promote the peace and honor, the happiness and 
secuniy of his ċountry and Government; he 
would leave it for his measures to speak for him; 
he would not be led away by any idle or extra- 
neous vanity from objects so solemn and impor- 
tant; he should speak freely as became an Amer- 
ican at a crisis so very pressing. First, then, he 
should notice the Address that was before the 

-committee, and the amendment which had been 
proposed to be made to it; he was sorry to ob- 
serve the manner in which they had been dis- 
cussed. It had been considered, on one side, that 
to adopt any language in reply to the Address 
but that which has been laid before the commit- 
tee in the report, would amount to a surrender of 
all our rights, privileges, and independence, as a 
nation, to France; on the other, it has,been held 
that the differences between us and France are 
distorted, and that we should at least not shut up 
every avenue to negotiation by an obstinate and 
blind assertion of our own infallibility. If he 
believed, with those of the former opinion, that 
we should in any shape incur the stigma of de- 
grading ourselves, or if he suspected even that 
we should sacrifice one right of our country or 
Government by an adoption of the amendment 
proposed, or he thought we should not endanger 
our national character and safety by the adoption 
of the report, he should most certainly reject the 
amendment and adopt the report; or if he believed, 
with the gentleman from Massachus’ts, (Mr. Or!s,) 
that the demands of France now were any wise 
analogous to those of Great Britain on a former 
occasion, sooner than consent toa dereliction of 
itidependence and national character he would 
not stop short of the language of that report: 
but as he could not force his judgment to so out- 
rageous.a misconstruction, as. he saw on the-con- 
‘trary numerous reasons to entertain a very differ- 

5 ent opinion, he would not consent to incur the 


involve us; he could not consent to so hasty, so 
precipitate, and inconsiderate a step. , 

The question properly before the House at this 
time is, whether we shall continue to express so 
perfect a reliance on all the acts of our wn Gov- 
ernment; whether we shall say obstinately to 
France that there is no possible case in which 
our judgment could have been misled or mista- 
ken in our conduet towards her; and, by deter- 
mining to adhere to our former conduct, preclude 
every possibility to an amicable adjustment ; or 
leave a reasonable opportunity open for an effec- 
tual discussion and adjustment of differences, 
wherever they may subsist. 

The scope of the Speech of the President to 
both Houses, it must be confessed, goes to bind us 
to the former conduct; and it is too evident that 
the report, in strict coincidence with the senti- 
ments of several, but not all its supporters, bears 
that same dangerous tendency. From which line 
of conduct are we to expect the most beneficent 
issue, to treat with a complaining Power by a de- 
termination to show that its complaints are ground- 
less, or by examining the complaints and the evi- 
dence in amicable negotiation and deciding after- 
wards? Let us examine the complaints of France, 
and then determine whether they are all so frivo- 
lous as to excite irritation at the mere mention of 
them; unless we are so convinced, unless we are . 
thoroughly satisfied that they are so, we cannot | 
vote the Answer as it is reported. Should we dis- 
cover in such an examination that some of our 
measures have been founded at least in mistake, 
would it then be proper to adopt the language of 
the Address? But should we persist under such a 
possibility of mistake, what do we risk? an evil 
much more fatal than the worst that could follow 
the most sober resolution which we can now 
adopt; we risk the alternative of abandoning it 
after a war in which we may be sufferers, and 
after we may have retarded the increasing pros? ` 
perity of our country half an age. We have an 
example before us in a nation that was eager to 
snatch at a remote pretext for an assumed inter- 
ference in her Government; we have seen that na- | 
tion, among the most powerfuland haughty in Eu- 
rope, the most vain of her dignity, (real or unreal,) 
the most apt to interfere in the government of oth- 
ers; we have seen herenter into a war, and we have 
seen her driven to the lowest state of humiliation ; 
we have seen her obliged to pursue the most ab- 
ject means of solicitation to obtain a peace from 
that very nation whom she had irritated toa war; 
and we saw her more humiliated still, by the re- 
jection of those propositions which she had made 
to obtain peace. Have we a better prospect than 
that nation? Are our means equal to hers? Are 
we, indeed, ready to embark in a war—with 
France, too—and present such a lesson to the 
world as America at war with France, after 
France has defeated the efforts of all the world? 
He again asked, have we the means? Let gentle- 
men who are willing to plunge us into that di- 
lemma make the reply ; but let not gentlemen in- 
dulge in so hateful a picture. But, although we 
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have no means, he was still against surrendering 
the honor of our country fortunately, no such 
sacrifice is demanded, no such measure is neces- 
sary ; and were we ten times more destitute even 
than we are, he should never submit to our na- 
tional degradation, were there a Power so insolent 
as tö expect it. 

But let us examine whether we have not been 
‘subject to the common lot of human fallibility in 
our measures; let us, to whom peace is so desira- 
ble, from experience, from principle, and from our 
natural love of happiness, and to whom the risks 
of war would be attended with such incalculable 
disasters, inquire before we rush wantonly upon 
them, whether it is really clear that we have 
been uniformiy right—whether we have not been 
sometimes wrong? Suppose it should be found 
that France has had some cause of complaint ; 
that some of her claims are founded in reason ; or 
even suppose that she only earnestly thought so, 
and that she would prove her sincerity, are we to 
shut our eyes and ears against an examination of 
these complaints; are we to leave no room for a 
fair and candid discussion, such as may convince 
whichever may be the mistaken party ? . 

It was, he knew, a very ungracious, and often 
-an unpopular task, to display the errors of our 
“own Government; there was a national vanity, a 

vain and unmeaning pride, which sought to be 

bolstered up by frippery of words and acts of dis- 

simulation. He knew that this empty and perni- 

cious vanity often assumed the post and place of 
" the true dignity of a country, and blinked contume- 
ly on-him that was disposed to prefer the plain, 
frank, open path of integrity and truth. He would 
choose between these opposite passions of a na- 
tion, and preferring his duty to unmerited re- 
proach, he would neither. repress the sentiments 
¿of his mind, nor foster those which he conceived 
tobe pregnant with ruin; he would glory more 
‘in promoting the justice of his country than in 
conducting her to the most brilliant triumphs in 
an unjust cause ; he would, therefore, calmly ex- 
amine whether France had just cause of com- 
plaint; and whether she had or not a just cause, 
he would assert that France might, without ex- 
citing indignation, think herself injured ; that she 
might, was a sufficient reason with him for pre- 
ferring the amendment, as it left an opening for 
rather amicable discussion and accommodation, 
rather than the report which had the opposite 
character. 

In enumerating the complaints, it was very true 
that France had many which were not in them- 
selves reasonable or well founded; but there were 
circumstances in which France was liable to mis- 
take as well as ourselves. The objects presented 
themselves in a delusive or adverse form; and it 
was a subject rather of regret, which we should 
use as a warning to our own judgments, than a 
crime in her, if she acted in the same way that 
she should do when under the conviction and 
certainty of her rectitude, when she was uncon- 
scious of-her error. 

The first object of her complaint was the in- 
terference of our courts in prize causes. Was there 


no color of complaint on this subject ? He did not 
mean to enter into any N t of the cases 
that came before, or the decisions in, our courts; 
he only alluded-to the 17th article of our treaty: 
with France, upon which she grounded this sub- 
ject of complaint: 

“That it shall be lawful for the ships of war of either 
party, and privateers, freely to carry whithersoever they- 
please, the ships and goods taken from their enemies, 
without being obliged to pay any duty to the officers of 
the Admiralty, or any of the Judges; nor shall prizes 
be arrested or seized when they come and enter the 
port of each party ; nor shall the searchers or their offi- © 
cers of those places, search the same, or make examina- 
tion concerning the lawfulness of such prizes; but they 
may hoist sail, at any time and depart, and carry their 
prizes to the places expressed in their commissions, 
which the commanders of such ships shall be obliged to 
show; on the contrary, no shelter or refuge shall be 
given in their ports to such as shall have made prizes 
of the subjects, people, or property of either of the par- ` 
ties; but if such shall come in, being forced by. stress 
of weather, or the dangers of the sea, all proper means 
shall be vigorously used, that they go out and return 
from thence as soon as possible.” 

Every gentleman must see that tae latitude of 
this article was indeed very wide, so wide that 
not even.a searcher was permitted to go on board, 
nor an officer of our Admiralty entitled to a fee or 
duty, or any other of our judges. Ought we to 
be surprised that a nation imperfectly acquainted 
with the detail of our municipal regulations and 
official duties, should differ with us in the con- 
struction of this article, after our detention of their 
prizes? -In the discussions that have taken place 
already on this article, the difference of interpre- 
tation is not at all suprising. They have said to 
your courts, “ We allow their due jurisdiction, but 
as treaties are supreme laws, our prizes should not 
have been suffered to enter your courts. According 
to this article, you subject us to tedious delays, and 
involve us in litigious suits; but your Executive 
should have decided in a summary way, and not. 
kept our armed ships idle and expensive to us.” 
He would not say that in this construction France 
was right, or that our courts were wrong, far 
from it; all he wished the committee to consider 
was, whether France might not, without great 
violation of reasoning, conceive herself right, and 
accordingly claim of us such an explanation as 
might place us clear of any suspicion of designed 
wrong towards her in violation of that treaty. 

The second complaint was our admission of 
vessels hostile to France, and that made prizes, 
into our ports, contrary to the last part of the 
same article; and France had also construed this 
one way, and our Executive another ; but was, a 
mistake a cause of hostility? Should the mis- 
take be ours, would France be justifiable in hos- 
tility merely on account of the mistake? and 


should we be any more justifiable to risk hostility, 


rather than enter upon discussion? .. ings 
Another cause of complaint was the conversion 
of our neutrality into an injurious hostility, by- our: 
indifferent sufference of the impressment of our. - 
seamen by Great Britain, by which her. enemy. 
became possessed of our force and employed them- 
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against her, while we were on terms of the most thorized by any law or usage of civilized nations; 
intimate and friendly alliance, and they were em- | a concession which neither went to profit our- 
barked in a cause common with our own. They | selves, nor to ameliorate our condition as a- neu- 
complain of this indifference very strongly, and | tral nation. Ifthe principle even were fixed be- 
it must be acknowledged that no’ open interfer- | fore, was it an evidence of our amity, of our 
ence took place on our part upon that serious sub- | tenacious regard for our own dignity, or of a seri- 
ject to ourselves, and important to us as a neutral | ously neutral disposition, to conclude these novel 
nation, until the latter end of 1796; except a few modifications, which went to fetter our commerce 
lines from our Minister, Thomas Pinckney, in a | with the most perplexing shackles? 
letter to Lord Grenville, in the Summer of that} But let us inquire whether it is seriously the 
year. From so longa silence on such a subject, | law of nations? And in making this inquiry, it 
was it surprising’ that France should entertain. is not from patched ideas, half quotations, or 
doubts of our disposition to preserve our neutrali- | scraps of learned opinions, parcelled out and 
ty? Was it surprising that she should consider ; botched for convenience or subterfuge, that we 
that some hidden but unaccountable change had | must decide. If upon this examination we should 
taken place in the attachments of the United | find reason even to suspect our error, and that we 
States? Was it surprising, or a matter calling | have conceded any thing to Great Britain con- 
for hostility on our part, that she should consider | trary to that law, it will be surely a substantial 
this conduct, connected with the corresponding | reason for our resorting to temperate and liberal 
arrangements made. with Great Britain, ina time | negotiation. But on this he would not now 
of war, as pernicious to her? dwell. The law of nations is founded on certain 
Under the mean object of the British Treaty, | usages of nations, at various periods, and upon 
which is one of the complaints of France, there | the stipulations of treaties of nations with each 
are several subordinate parts. The first is that | other. These laws were either partial or general, 
of the abandonment of that principle of the law | and the latter have been the subject of common 
of nations which secures the freedom of trade, by | claim among civilized nations. Now, in all that 
establishing the neutrality of goods carried in | has been written on those laws, he knew of none 
free ships. He would not dwell largely on the | which had received the common assent of all na- 
immense advantages which neutral nations—but | tions, or of nearly all, authorizing the seizure of 
above all others, our own—would derive from the | enemy’s property on free ships. The principle 
complete and universal recognition. of that just | had been repeatedly urged, and, although it had 
principle. But he would recommend it to the | been often evaded, it had never been disproved that 
consideration of every candid and unbiassed man, | a ship of a neutral nation should be as sacred as its 
whether France had not some ground to consider | territory. Wherever the flag of a neutral nation 
our proceedings on that subject as alarming to | waves, that should be sacred, and goods seized on 
herself, when she had negotiated upon that valua- | board a neutral ship is as much a violation of the 
ble principle with us, when we had solemnly re- | universal law, as the seizure on the neutral land 
cognised it, and had carried the same principle | could be. Why is it that belligerent nations are 
repeatedly into negotiation with other Powers? | precluded from seizure of the goods of an enemy 
Could France see us sacrifice the supreme advan- | ina neutral port? Because it would be a viola- 
tages which our commerce would derive from its | tion of the neutral rights. Do these rights depart 
maintenance, and that too in the moment of her | from the citizens of free States upon their depar- 
apparent adversity? Could she see this, and still | ture from their own ports? It is too absurd to 
be criminal for suspecting a cessation of that affec- | expect any other but the plain reply. But if we 
tion in our Government towards her which she | cannot find the decision in the tomes of the civi- 
was so indisputably entitled to expect—so con- | lian, let us look elsewhere: let us look into the 
trary to our interests and the ties of treaties—and | treaties, and here we may obtain some satisfactory 
still be deemed hostile when she demands justice, | test upon which we may rest the question. Prior 
equal justice at our hands ? : to the war of our Revolution, the treaties of Eu- 
But he should be told that the principle was | ropean nations were a series of contradictory as- 
not an universal one; that its recognition in the | sertions and denials of known principles. The 
treaty of 1778 did not bind the United States from | same principles were asserted in one treaty of the 
relinquishing it in any treaty with another nation. | same nation, which were sacrificed to partial in- 
He would, by and by, examine the principle. | terests in another ; the spirit of monopdly of trade 
Now, he would suffer it to be argued the contrary | corrupted the current of universal law ; and local 
principle, that the right of seizure of enemy’s pro- | situation, a temporary stratagem, or an ambitious 
perty on neutral ships was the universal and re- | project, sealed what the other had negotiated. 
ceived law. Was it the actually received law ? | But in the midst-of war, Europe saw arise a com- 
Then, if it was, how came it to be made a part of | bination of neutral Powers, who were resolved to 
that formal negotiation, and to constitute an arti- | restore the law of nations to its primitive prin- 
cle ofthe British Treaty? Why introduce it so | ciples, from the intolerable abuse into which it 
ungtiardedly there, if it was.already the universal | had fallen; and they declared that principle, 
-and indisputable Jaw? But we had even exceeded | which no nation ought to deny. 
that law for we had admitted the right tocarry our | Russia, finding that the depredations which the 
ships into'their ports:merely on suspicion—a con- | belligerent Powers were committing on her com- 
-cession which was not -even presumed to be au- | merce, surpassed all bounds of justice, notified to 
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the other neutral Powers, in her first declaration, | necessary, 
her purpose to ascertain and fix the principles | Europe may 
which neutral nations ought to observe towards | with.” 
. those at war, and reciprocally, and expresses her- | in the 
self thus: “She does this with the greater confi- | 


dence, as she finds those principles founded on 
the primitive law of nations, which every one 
may have recourse to, and which the belligerent 
Powers cannot invalidate without violating the 
- Jaws of neutrality, and disavowing maxims which 
they themselves have expressly adopted in differ- 


ent treaties and public engagements.” He did | 


not quote this as in itself conclusive authority, 
although the facts are irrefragable; but because 
every Power in Europe, great and small, weak 
and powerful—excepting only one—recognised 
and acknowledged it. But he should be told this 
is à private compact, and that the agreeing na- 
tions did not declare this ought to be the univer- 
sal law of nations. Let those gentlemen answer 
me, is the principle inconsistent with reason and 
justice, is it unnatural, is it not the law of nations, is 
it not binding upon every nation who subscribed to 
or adopted it? Until gentlemen deny this, I shall 
fairly conclude that it is the true and genuine 
law of nations. But. it will be said, there is one 
Power which did not agree to that convention, 
‘and therefore the agreement of all the rest is in- 
validated. Will this, indeed, be insisted upon? 
Is it because one haughty, overbearing, and op- 
pressive nation, wishing to monopolize the trade 
and the power of the whole world, denies that 
law which alone could restrain her enormous 
avarice and tyranny ? that this one nation, placed 
in the scale against all the other Powers of the 
world, peaceful and belligerent, and with justice 
and law, too, on their side, shall determine that 
the very law itself must become invalid ? 

But it is said, this declaration of thearmed neu- 
trality is only a. temporary, and not a permanent 
compact, and we shall be told that this assertion 
is supported by an article of the Treaty of Neu- 
trality itself. In arguing this objection, he felt a 
degree of uneasiness that he could not suppress; 
it had given much disquiet, because it very largely 
implicated the honor and character of our coun- 
try. In a document published by the express au- 
- thority of Government, professedly addressed to 
a public Minister then about to proceed on his 
mission, our Secretary of State published in the 
face of the United States and the whole world a 

letter which is to be the instruction of that Min- 
ister when in France, a mutilated half of an ar- 
ticle of this treaty, in order to justify the measure 
of our concession to Great Britain. He had seen 
such bungling things attempted in courts of law 
in order to deceive an ignorant jury, or a more 
_ignorant judge, but as an act of a national agent, 
of one of the principal officers of a Government, 
he believed. the. like was not to be found in the 
annals of the most vicious policy in any nation. 
In that letter the 9th article of the Armed Neutral 
Convention is thus quoted: “The Convention be- 
ing concluded and agreed on for the time the pre- 
sent war shall last, shall serve as a basis to future 


engagements, which circumstances may render 


or on account of new naval wars which 
have. the misfortune to be troubled 

And here the quotation is broken off short 
middle of the article. Was it to be sup- 
posed that our Minister of State could obtain only 
a mutilated copy of this important historical re- 


‘cord! The article concludes with this weighty 


and important declaration, which our Secretary 
has entirely omitted: “These stipulations shall 
further be considered as permanent, and shall de- 
cide in all matters of commerce and navigation; 
and in short in every case where the rights of 
neutral nations are to be determined.” 

But a gentleman has told. us this principle of 
the armed neutrality cannot be a true one; and 
why? truly because the same Empress of Russia, 
who was at the head of the Confederation, has, 
during the present war, entered into a treaty with 
that Power which formerly denied the principle, 
and had herself agreed to contravene it ; and fur- 
ther, that Spain had acceded to that contraven- 
tion. That this conduct of that Empress and of 
Spain is a melancholy proof of the capricionsness 
and instability of arbitrary councils and of nations, 
he was ready to confess; but he did not see upon 
what ground this partial dereliction of right prin- 
ciples should go to the universal establishment of 
wrong. France, in the convulsions of her Revolu- 
tion, had alarmed all Europe ; and Britain, always 
jealous of her power, but much more of that 
power under the influence of liberty, had entered 
into an engagement with-Russia to starve France, 
and Spain accedes to this purpose;, but under 
what circumstances? under the proclaimed avowal 
of the measure being adopted, because the Revolu- 
tion of France was a new case; a flame had been. 
lighted up, as they called it, which threatened to 
destroy all Europe ; and to quench this flame they 
agree to overturn the law of nations, which, if 
obeyed or regarded, would counteract the designs 
of England and the wishes of Russia and Spain. 

But we are told that our Government had re- 
ceded from this principle on a former occasion, 
and had declared it in our correspondence with 
Genet; but he would ask any gentleman, does a 
date alter a principle ? Do principles of right and 
wrong alter with the seasons or the years? Hwe 
abandoned it then or at this day, what-is that to 
France? She tells us we have done it, and we ac- 
knowledge it is done; thus the question is then. 
reduced to this point—have we done right ? This 
question unfortunately does not rest with our pars 
tialities to decide ; it not only rests upon the Pow- 
ers of Europe, whom it may implicate or concern, 
but upon our own formal recognition andaccession 
to the principles of the armed neutrality; nay, with. 
the compliments expressed by our Government 
to the Empress of Russia for promoting.1t;. upon 
our accepting of this principle, too, at a periodin 
which we manifested that our love of justice was 
in perfect consonance with that love of liberty 
which then. engaged us in our Revolution; upon: 
our acceptance of it when it. was calculated to.” 
operate most seriously to our disadvantage by: de 
priving us of the supplies. which could be thereby 
fept from us. It matters not then at what date, or 
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in what manner we relinquished it, if having for- 
mally received it we abandoned it to the dis- 
advantage and injury of our allies and of other 
raed subsisting treaties. We have unques- 
tionably done this evil, perhaps, from no malign 


disposition ; but it was our duty, having commit- | 


ted the error, to rectify it. It had been argued, 
that we had been compelled to abandon the prin- 
ciple or go to war with Britain; and we had 
chosen it asthe alternative. What! compelled? He 
would not discuss this unhappy argument; we 
have inflicted a wound on our commercial neu- 
trality, but what is much worse on our national 
character, which he feared we should never re- 
cover. 

Another stipulation is contained in the British 
Treaty relative to provisions, which admits the 
British, contrary to the law of nations, to seize 
upon our vessels going to France. It is said that 
this article does not admit any new principle, and 
that instead of being disadvantageous to France, 
she is put on a better footing than before! He 
would read the article. The first paragraph of the 
18th article, after defining the new extension of 
what shall thereafter be deemed contraband. pro- 
ceeds in the second thus: 


“And whereas the difficulty of judging of the pre- 
cise cases in which alone provisions and other-articles 
not generally contraband may be regarded as such, ren- 
ders it expedient to provide against the inconveniences 
and misunderstandings which might thence arise: it is 
further agreed that whenever any such articles so be- 
coming contraband, according to the existing law of na- 
tions, shall for that reason be seized, the same shall not 
be confiscated, but the owners thereof shall be speedily 
and completely indemnified; and the captors, or in 
their ‘default the Government, under whose authority 
they act, shall pay to the master, or owners, of such 
vessel, the full value of all articles, with a reasonable 
mercantile profit thereon, together with the freight, and 
also the demurrage incident to the detention.” 


Our'treaty, in the subsequent paragraph, recapit- 
ulates the ordinary provision forthe circumstances 
attending ships proceeding, through error or inat- 
tention, to blockaded ports; but in the above stipu- 
lations a new principle is foisted into the law of 
nations by which we are to receive the full price 
of. our articles and a reasonable mercantile profit; 
and after doing this we are told, that we place our 
ally iwa better condition than she was before— 
that'the power of her enemy to seize our ships, 
which are protected by the law of nations from 


seizure, having nothing contraband on board, ! 


when going to the ports of a belligerent Power 
not: blockaded, is an advantage to that Power so 
deprived. We might admit what is not a fact, in 
the first instance, that provisions are contraband, 
and we accept compensation for our sacrifice of 
the universal-law; we admit the inhuman and 
horrible principle, that one nation has a right to 
starve-another: at its discretion, and while thus 
conniving at, and profiting by the collusion, affect 
to be indignant when remonstrance or resentment 
flow fromthe injured nation; this is the sad and 
afflicting picture of error into which we have 
been blindly» seduced! -Of all the authors that 


| have written on the law of nations, there is not 
| one—no, not one—that supports the idea of pro- 
í visions being liable to the description of contra- 
| band, in any case but in approaching a blockaded 
| port; the only author indeed that mentions such a 
thing, even in the way of suggestion, is Vattel, 
who says, that possibly there may be a case where 
there is a reasonable hope of reducing a nation by 
want of provisions, they may be deemed contra- 
band; but this is delivered as a mere suggestion, 
| and, contrary to his usual diffuseness, he leaves it 
naked and unsupported by any one historical ex- 
ample or reference. But gentlemen say, we do not 
allow provisions to be contraband,—although 
Vattel has used this suggestion, we think the 
doctrine unsound. He would not dispute about 
opinions while he had facts, and he would say, 
while you have denied the doctrine you have 
allowed the practice; you not only do wrong 
there to France, but we have done it in the most 
| offensive form; and irritated as she must be by 
i the intrigues that have already torn her for so 
many years, the foreign machinations and the ef- 
forts to subjugate her by all the arts which per- 
fidy could suggest, we should not be surprised if 
she should be reluctantly led to believe, that we 
had thus bartered our supplies to Britain, reckless 
of her ruin, and regardless of our treaties ; I say 
she may be reluctantly led to believe this, since 
the error of our blindness or our weakness is visi- 
| ble as noon day. 

But we are told that this stipulation is advan- 
tageous to France, as it holds out a temptation to 
mercantile adventurers from the certainty of pay- 
ment in either event of a voyage; for his part he 
could not discover in the conductof the negotiation 
nor in the treaty itself, any such intention on our 
part; but he could see in the sacrifice an effort, 
and he would ask any gentleman how far success- 
ful it had proved, to guard against British depre- 
dations ; but he could seein the argument a weak ` 
effort to support a worse measure! But let us 
see what is the construction of our own Govern- 
į ment upon this principle; it must be tested by 
i other facts than its adoption or rejection in a 
i treaty. Since the execution of the treaty our Ex- 
ecutive has put a strong construction on this prin- 
ciple; but our Executive had also in a letter of 
instruction to Mr. Thomas Pinckney, expressed 
his sentiments equally pertinent but perspicuous; 
speaking of the order of the British Government 
for seizing provisions on neutral ships, the first 
article of which was in these words: i 


“ That it shall be lawful to stop and retain all vessels 
loaded wholly or in part with corn, flour, or meal, bound 
to any port in France, or to any port occupied by the 
armies of France, and to send them to such port as 
shall be most convenient, in order that such corn, meal, 
or flour, may be purchased on behalf of his Majesty’s 
Government, and the ships be released after such pur- 
chase, and after due allowance for freight, &c.” 


The Executive thus notices the order: 

«This act, too, tends directly to draw us from that 
state of peace in which we are wishing to remain. It 
is an essential character of neutrality, to furnish no 
aids (not stipulated by treaty) to one party, which we 
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are not equally bound to furnish to another. If we 
permit corn to be sent to Great Britain and her friends, 
we are equally bound to permit it to France. To re- 
strain it would be a partiality which would lead to a 
war with France; and between restraining it ourselves 
and permitting her enemies to restrain it unrightfully, 
: is no difference. She would consider this as a mere 
pretext, of which she would not be the dupe, and on 
what honorable ground could we otherwise explain it ? 
Thus we should see ourselves plunged by this unauthor- 
ized act of Great Britain, into a war with which we 
meddle not, and which we wish to avoid, if justice to all 
parties, and from all parties, will enable us to avoid it.” 


Now, sir, if Government thought France 
would not be the dupe of an artifice then, what 
reason have we to believe that she will now? 
Let gentlemen who are eager for the report, reply 
and show wherein the distinction lies. In 1793, 
our Executive considered it as a cause of war 


tions, or the partial supply of one or other party 
with provisions; and are we to expect France, to 
whom we were at least under some ties of regard, 
not to'say obligation, should tamely condescend 
not to notice our sacrifices thus made? Gentlemen 
could not be serious and expect it. 


It had been asserted, with singular confidence, 
that France was the first aggressor in spoliation, 
and that the British Order of Council of June 
1793, had been preceded by one from the French 
Government to the same purpose; he need not 
enter into a refutation of that assertion, the gen- 
 tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Freeman) had 
yesterday completely exposed the fallacy of that 
artifice. The French have, throughout the present 
war, been compelled-in their own defence to fol- 
low the unusual measures adopted by Britain, and 


, Government expressly states the British order, in 
„its preamble, as the sole and necessary cause of 
her adoption of similar measures in her own de- 
fence. - But we have testimony still stronger, if any 
stronger were necessary ; it is the declaration of 
Lord Grenville to Mr. T. Pinckney: “Lord 
Grenville on being asked, said Spain would pursue 
the same line of conduct; and upon its being ob- 
jected, that even their late convention with Rus- 
sia did not extend to this object, he answered, 
that though it was not expressly. mentioned, it was 
fully understood by both parties to be within the 
intention of it.” 

And thus it is that gentlemen endeavor to elude 
the truth, and to descant upon subterfuge, where 
the peace and happiness of our country is at stake. 
That. such a privilege or concession should be 


-» able enough to excite the jealousy of the French 
Government; but that it should be objected to 
extend the same privileges to France by negotia- 
tion, is more extraordinary still. We are told that 
Vattel is mistaken ‘in his doctrine: he is, in one 
case, no authority to be relied on—he must be 
utterly abandoned; but. in another his authority 
is sacred. All that has been said on the subject 
‘of this article will equally apply to the disregard 
of the neutrality of goods on neutral bottoms, as 


only’to permit the infraction of that law of na- | 


in this instance the order issued by the French | 


granted to Britain in a time of war, was remark- | 


| declared in the instrument of the armed neutrality. 
: Having offered his free opinion on these several 
_ articles, he was willing now to declare as freely. 
‘that there were many of the circumstances of 
: complaint urged by the French Republic which 
| they were not justified in carrying to the extent 
| which they do; and it was on this account, in an 
| especial manner, that he considered the amend- 
| ment proposed to deserve the most decided sup- 
| port of the committee. He had little doubt of 
i their being wrong—he had little doubt of their 
| being open to conviction; and as they no doubt 
| thought themselves as much in the right in these 
| cases as they thought this Government in the 
| wrong, it became us to use towards them a lan- 
‘guage suitable to that liberality which befits a 
| wise and prudent nation. It becomes us to exa- 
| mine our own conduct, and not rely on our infal- 
| libility—to inquire dispassionately, and not rush 
into war before we have considered either the 
cause or the consequences. He appealed to every 
gentleman, which would be the conduct most con- 
sistent with true dignity, to obstinately persist in 
error at every risk of character and disaster, or to 
examine our conduct; and if we have erred, to. 
| acknowledge it manfully? She does not require 
| our humiliation, as gentlemen declaim ; and if she 
did, we should never submit to it. From a single 
stipulation into which we have entered with any. 
nation we ought not and will not depart; she does’, 
not demand it; and therefore we ought to say to” 
her, we will place you ona footing with every: 
other nation; you have been mistaken in some 
matters, we have been mistaken in others; we 
will discuss them, and this unpleasant difference.’ 
Would this be abject—would this be humbling us 
in the dust—or would it be the most. consistent 
with true dignity? Which is. it more noble, to: 
repair a fault, or to persist in error, even with suc-_ 
cess? But where are the means to secure success, 
even if we should persist? But this is a delicate 
subject; he would not dwell upon it. Let us, 
inquire whether we have maintained that impar-- 
tial conduct towards all nations which we ought 
to have done. > i 
There are some of those things which, if not. 
founded in. right, might, without any violation of. 
virtue, have operated more in favor of France, 
than any other. nation. Gentlemen would per- 
ceive that he alluded to our connexions with that. 
people in trying times of our Revolution. He was. 
one of those whose number appeared to. be de=: 
creasing every day, that retained his reverence, 
for old-fashioned notions. He considered grati-. 
tude as among the most amiable of the virtues;. 
and he was so very dull of discrimination, com= 
pared with others, that he could not consider that: 
as worthy of admiration in the individual, and: of. 
no existence ina nation. A sense of obligation. 
he conceived to bea more rational principle. of . 
connexion between nations, as well as individd-: 
als, than any that could arise from. the sense‘of, 
sordid interests: the one was capable of perma 
nently attaching the affections, the other: w: 
always contingent and precarious... We havesee 
nations actuated by. the most inveterate and uae > 
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e hatred; we have seen them, after 
sof Amity and Commerce, 
suddenly roused by the spirit of avarice, and, disre- 
arding all the most sacred engagements, plunged 
into the most remoreless war... When we sce 
those passions, shall we say, the milder affections 
have no place in the human heart to counterbal- 
ance such horrid passions? Forbid it, Reason, 
and forbid it, Truth! He trusted if our Govern- 
ment had erred, becoming pains would be taken 
to remove the sense of injury. That there had 
been favors conferred on our nation, which should 
impel us to this act of natural justice, he could 
prove. 
ment when we sought and obtained the succors 
of France? When in our need, we breathed not 


quenchabl ; 
entering into Treatie 


a sound but eternal gratitude for disinterested | 


favors—for benefits magnanimously bestowed ? 
What was our language in the hour of peril, when 
the threateaings of all Europe rung in her ears ? 
Was it necessary for us to assert, at the hour in 
which we stood no longer in need of her support, 
that, although we felt some gratitude in the hour 
of our distress, that we now felt it no longer? 
‘Was it preserving the dignity of our country, the 
honor of our Government, and the respectability 
of a virtuous and independent nation? No. He 
believed that such conduct had lessened us in the 
eyes of the world, and that it became us now to 
retrieve our character by the removal of that falsi- 
fication of the national probity. Let us look to 
the declaration of our Government, that we may 
ascertain what we thought of the favors of France 
in former periods. Look into the Journals of 
Congress of the 6th of August, 1778, and there it 
will be found— l 

“That the treaties between His Most Christian Ma- 
jesty and the United States of America so fully demon- 
strated his wisdom and magnanimity as to command 
the reverence of all nations. The virtuous citizens of 
America, in particular, can never forget his. beneficent 
attention to their violated rights, nor cease to acknow- 
ledge the hand of a gracious Providence in raising them 
up so powerful and illustrious a friend.” 


He hoped this gratitude would never be for- 
gotten or done away; he hoped we should never 
fly in the face of that Providence by such blas- 
phemy, but that the same Power whichit had raised 
up in our adversity, would be respected in our 
prosperity. 

Have we respected ourselves in this unhappy 
case? What were the sentiments of our prede- 
cessors in 1783? -On the 16th of April, that year, 
a committee was appointed. consisting of Mr. Mad- 
ison, Mr. Ellsworth, and Mr, Hamilton, to report 
on the subject of the 5 per cent. impost, and among 
the inducements for its adoption by the States, 
they say— 
Silff other motives than those of justice could be 
requisite on this occasion, no. nation could ever feel 
stronger; for there are debts to be paid to an-ally, in 
the: first place, who, to the exertions of his arms in sup- 
port-of our cause, has-added the succors of his treasure ; 
who, to: his..important- loans, has added liberal dona- 
tions; and whose loans themselves carry the impression 
of his magnanimity and friendship.” Í 


What was the language of our Govern- | 


PIEEO OEE EE O er A E E E 


In December of the same year, upon the resig- 
nation of General Washington, Congress deelare 
to him— 

« You have persevered till the United States, aided 
by a magnanimous King and nation, have been ena- 
bled, under a just Providence, to close the war in free- 
dom, safety, and independence.” 

And is it now, that, irritated by unworthy or 
odious biekerings, we shall take upon us to fly in 
the face of our history—of our living and immor- 
tal history—and attempt to unsay all this? Yes. 
A production communicated to us last session, 
from one of the departments of our Government, 
anil published to America and all the world, treats 
all these solemn records as things founded on error 
and falsehood, or on hypocrisy. In that very pub- 
lication we are told that the Minister of France, 
through whom America received those signal 
benefits and support, had descended to intrigue 
against those very liberties, upon the support of 
which so much had been expended, and such dis- 
tinguished measures carried into decisive execu- 
tion. We are taught there to believe (if folly 
itself could be so credulous) that France interfered, 
privately, to prevent what she made such efforts 
to secure! And this is the language by which 
France is to be persuaded of our love of justice, 
of our love of virtue, of our infallibility, of our 
regard for the dignity of our country, whose sen- 
timents are one and the same with the Govern- 
ment! 

Oh, said Mr. L., let me not pass over unnoticed 
that joy which I so well remember to have beam- 
ed on every countenance upon the inspiring tid- 
ings that France had joined her arms to ours in 
defence of our liberties—no, it can never be 
erased from my heart, in the gloomy horrors of 
desolation and an assassinating war. I could read 
by the light of those flames which consumed my - 
paternal mansion, by the joy that sparkled in ` 
every eye, how great were the consequences of 
her union to America. I feel the revival of that 
animating joy kindle this moment in my: bosom. 
I will forever cherish it in my heart of hearts, 
and I trust never to part with it till I shall part 
with every other sensation. 

Yet, after all, sooner than sacrifice one right— 
one principle—or make one unjust concession to 
France, he would sooner sacrifice his life; but he 
would still sooner behave like a truly dignified 
man, and acknowledge his error, if he should ap- 
pear to have committed one, than. support the 
error, with the utmost certainty of success. 

France, then, may certainly complain, without ~ 
justly exciting that indignation at her presump- 
tion, which some gentlemen express. She is 
charged with the commission of various injuries ; 
the dismission of our Minister; the commission 
of depredations on our commerce; with refusing 
to treat upon our disagreements, and an interfer- 
ence in our Government. Upon the first of these 
subjects he felt a sense of indignity as much as 
any man rise in his breast. He felt for the re- 
spéetable person who had the painful task to en- 
counter, but he would not argue largely on that 
subject at this time, since it involved a considera- 
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tion of all the predisposing causes of that dismis- 
sion; he would leave it to be the subject of ami- 
cable explanation; for, disguise it how. we would, 
if we hold the language of the President, to war 
we must go. He would maintain what had been 
already done in the way of treaty; but he would 
leave it to the House to determine between better 
language and war. Our sense of infallibility and 
our conduct were like the two principles of the 
Indian mythology—ever at war with each other, 
and ruin would follow the obstinacy that resists 
all deliberation. The man who should pretend 
to attempt.a negotiation at Paris, after such lan- 
guage from the Legislature and. the Executive, 
should bear the cap and bells to save him from 
any other imputation than that of being a maniac. 
He could not expect to negotiate after them. 
But. gentlemen affect to believe—either they 
must be very imperfectly informed on the subject, 
or they do.not earnestly believe—that the dismis- 
sion, of our Minister was actually the violation. of 
a right..Of what right? By what law. of nations 
is. the right.established that one nation can insist 
on: keeping a:Minister in another, contrary to the 
will. of ‘that nation?’ He defied any man, how- 
ever learned and however great, to point out the 
foundation of any such right. If, therefore, it is 
 nota‘right, the denial to receive a Minister can- 
not be dispassionately considered as in itself an 
insult, although the circumstances’ attending it 
may be attended with marks of the most: unplea- 
sant disrespect; yet, even there, appearances are 
no more than the necessary consequences of the 
impressions: made on the French Government, 
from the consideration of our conduct in the par- 
ticulars before noticed, and a false light in which 
they have taken others; for, notwithstanding this 
y marked expression of their resentment, if gentle- 
men will read the-latter part of the Minister’s let- 
ter, they will find him declare the sentiments of 
the Government:. “I pray you to be persuaded, 
Citizen Minister, that this determination having 
become necessary,” that is, necessary under their 
impressions of our conduct towards them, “al- 
lows to subsist between the French-Republic and 
the American people the affection founded upon 
former ‘benefits and reciprocal interests.” But, 
say gentlemen, the Directory. has said they “ will 
not acknowledge nor receive another Minister 
Plenipotentiary from the United States until after 
the redress. of the grievances demanded of the 
American Government, and which the French 
Government has a right to expect from it;” and 
from this article, which precedes that which I 
have before. quoted, gentlemen conclude that no 
Minister whatever will be received until we have 
conceded to them all they shall please to ask. 
. He would not trouble the committee by further 
exposing ‘absurdities so visible as- the supposition 
of: an exclusion of every kind of Minister, and all 
negotiation, because they declare they will not 
receive a Plenipotentiary Minister until those 
causes.of complaint are removed. How are they, 
or how can they be put in the way of explanation 


ject. of the-complaints themselves, he had already 
~ Sth Con,—5 


„to notice a singularity that the sense © 


or removal but by a Minister? Upon the sub-| the mind of the President int 


expressed his opinion that many of them. were 
frivolous and others unfounded.:- It was frivolous, 
for instance, in our. eyes, to complain of the ar- 
rangement of the names of the several States :of 
Europe in an Almanac ; but would any. gentle- 
man say that no intercourse can take place. until 
this and others of a like kind are redressed. He 
believed it would only -be necessary to explain 
their absurdity to redress them effectually. But 
the French Republic does, not go so far as gen- 
tlemen appear to wish she had gone. She does 
not say you must redress every thing we com- 
plain of, but all those which she had a right to 
expect from the American. Republic. And is: it 
not by discussion and investigation that the ques- 
tion must be decided what she has and has not a 
right to demand redress of? If there is a possi- 
bility of another construction, and that would lead 
to war, which of them ought we to.adopt? 
But it is said that- Mr. Pinckney. probably had 
power-to negotiate upon all their complaints; .he 
thought he had.not; he had powers of this re- 
markable character, “to remove complaints : by. 
showing that they were groundless!” . Is this the 
language of investigation, or of sturdy and. fasti 
dious pertinacity ? Is it the language of. concilis 
atory power? But what does Mr. Pinckney him- 
self say on this subject ? Peon: i 


“I am thoroughly convinced that the sentiments of 
America and its Government, for they are one, are mis- 
understood, and that I am not permitted even to ‘at- 
tempt to explain them, or, in the terms of my letters of 
credence, endeavor to efface unfavorable impressions, to 
banish suspicions, and to restore that cordiality which 
was at once the evidence and pledge of a. friendly, 
union.” “Devoted as I am to the liberty, prosperity, 
and independence of my own .country, the freedom, 
happiness, and perfect establishment of the French Re- 
public. have always been dear to me, and to have been 
instrumental in cementing the good understanding 
which, from the commencement of their alliance, has. 
subsisted between the two nations, would have been 
the height of my ambition. I most fervently pray that 
there may be a speedy and candid investigation of those 
points in which you differ from us, that affection may 
banish distrust, and that the alliance of the two Repub- 
lics may be perpetual.” EES 


Had Mr. Pinckney been vested with any pow- 
ers which would enable him to enter upon.a.can- 
did investigation of the points of difference, would 
be have thus expressed a wish, instead of per- 
forming what he so much desired, and would have 
been his direct duty? No, his letters were those 
of an ordinary Minister—a mere successor to the . 
power of his predecessor, and no more—and there-, 
fore another assertion that had been made, oftheir. 
refusal to treat, was nota fact. - a 


Another ground is, the depredations on our com= 


merce. This must be confessed -to-be.a great and. 


just cause of offence, but is it a cause that canini 


itself, without applying to negotiation, justify: a 
war? In this place he felt.it incumbent on : 


0. much déci 
sident in regard to the Fr 
depredations, as to shut out all reflection, to s 


and love of justice should haves 
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press all indignation which, in the natural order 
of ‘reasoning, might have been expected to -be 
excited by the depredations“of other nations. 
France alone appears capable of crimes; to her 
offences only are we awakened to the call of dig- 


nity, and roused to indignation; over others, a | 


Lethean mist is drawn, and an irritation of the 
sense and feeling are tenderly avoided. 
does this emphatic silence arise? Surely it does 
not proceed from any kindness to us at the hands 
of Britain. It cannot be concealed that Britain 
has committed enormous depredations on our 
commerce, not perhaps to the same extent in 
value as those of France; but surely, when the 
nation is called to consider its situation and to 
provide for its security, the depredations of Bri- 
tain were worthy of the nice regards of national 
dignity and Executive protection. There is one 


species of atrocity practised by that nation which | 


France has never. been so much as accused of— 
the impressment of our seamen; our fellow-citi- 
zens have been forcibly taken on board British 
ships of war, and compelled to fight in a cause 
which they abhorred, and against a nation. to 
whom they bore the best grounded affection ; 
nay, more, they have ‘béen compelled to assist in 
depredations on their own country. Another vio- 
` lence which France has never pretended to offer, 
is the declaration of unalienable allegiance, the 
seizure of vessels belonging to persons who have 
become citizens of these States since 1783, and 
confiscating them as good prizes. France has 
not done either of these acts of violence upon us, 
and yet we«have heard.of no remonstrance ; we 
are not even told of the indignity, nor alarmed at 
the humiliation. 
He would not impeach gentlemen’s motives for 


their conduct in that House then any more than | 


on former occasions ; but at atime not long since, 
‘attempts were made to drive members from their 
viel t of opinion, by the terrors of impending war; 
while we exercised an undoubted right to reject 


a treaty acknowledged to be bad, and which none | 


of us even now perhaps entirely approve. Appre- 
hensions were excited and phantoms raised up to 
appal us from solemn and prudent deliberation ; 
every terrific image was employed to display the 
horrors of war; the ocean was represented to us 
as foaming with the pressure of a thousand prows 
ready to disgorge upon our shores all the furies 
and passions of war; the earth was made to 
groan with the trampling of the hosts of cavalry, 
spreading desolation and blood far and wide; our 
woods were described as in one immense blaze, 
while the scalping-knives reeked in the blood of 
our simple husbandmen ; the heavens were de- 
picted as filled with prodigies and portentous 
omens; warning us of our impending danger; and 
hell itself was described as already yawning ready 
to receive and. punish us: for our prodigality and 
rashness in ‘rousing up the: resentments of an in- 
dignant nation! Was-it not. singular that all 

these-chimeras should: so -soon vanish, and now: 
'. we should: be told: by the same-persons who con- 

jured wp these delusive threatenings to shake our 
opinions, that because we seek for peace and ne- 


Whence | 


| gotiation, we are betraying our country and lay- 
ing it at the feet of a foreign nation ?. But if it was 
right and prudent at that time to avoid the. re- 
mote chances of those horrors, so dismaying, at ‘ 
| the immense sacrifices we made, is it not much 

| more so now? He would beg gentlemen to con- 
trast the consequences of the two chances of war, 
and to consider that the adoption of the Address, 
as it stands, without the amendment, most ob- 
viously leads to war. 

He had already sufficiently proved that the 
alleged refusal to treat on the part of France was 
unfounded ; there was yet one other cause of irri- 
tation of which we complained; it was the al- ,- 
leged interference of France between our people 
and the constituted authorities? What evidence 
j have we of it? He would examine the foundation 
of this allegation in Mr. Pinckney’s letter. He 
says: 

“Those who regard us as being of some conse- 
quence, seem ‘to have taken up an idea, that our Gov- 
ernment acts upon principles opposed to the real senti- 
ments of a large majority of our people, and they are 
willing to temporise until the event of the election of 
the President is known, thinking that if one public 
character is chosen, he will be attached to the interests 
of Great. Britain, and that, if another character is 
elected, he will be devoted to the interests of France.” 


And he then proceeds to say, that they think 
more humbly of us than we deserve; they think 
“that we are regardless of our national character, 
honor, and interests,” and subjoins these remark- 
able words: “ To eradicate this ill conceived and 
unfounded opinion, will be a work of time and 
labor, so greatly have they been prejudiced by 
misrepresentation.”. So the opinions entertained 
by the people of France, and those acknowledged. 
by our Minister, actually exist upon the basis.of 
misrepresentation ; do they form a just ground of | 
| war ? The speech of Barras is considered as insult- 

ing, but will gentlemen say that speech is a just 
ground of war? He confessed the incivility and 
the unfounded nature of the assertions contained 
in that speech, but shall we go to war as some 
wicked nations have done tocentrol and overturn 
opinion? Are we sure we could remove prejudice 
; Or convince the- French nation, or an individual 
| of that nation, of its error by a war? and what, 
should we profit by the effort ? That speech, insult- 
ing as it is, concludes with assurances of good 
| will to the people of America. It is rather ,re= 
markable that the Representatives of the Ameri- 
can people should entertain resentments because 
a foreign nation has expressed an affection for 
their constituents! The American people and the 
Government are one, sir, and it is impossible to . 
| divide them. -The American people have de- 
| monstrated to the world their attachment to their 
Government by an unanimous obedience to many 
laws which they have not approved. As well 
might the Batavian Republic declare war against `. 
us for the aspersions cast upon it by Mr. Quincy : 
Adams, our Minister Resident near the Republic. 
In his letter of the 4th November, 1796, to the 
Secretary of State, he says: 

“The general disposition, even of the patriotic party | 
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in this country, favors cordially and sincerely the neu- 


trality of the United States.” 

After stating his opinion why, he adds: 

“But, at the same time, the patriotic party can have 
no avowed will different from that which may give satis- 
faction to the Government of France. They feel a 
dependence so absolute and irremovable upon their 
good will, that they will sacrifice every other inclination, 
and silence every other interest, when the pleasure of 
the French Government is signified to them, in such a 
manner as makes election necessary.” 

When a Minister of ours writes, and our Exe- 
cutive publishes, such a letter, and such insinua- 
tions as these, it should seem a most extraordinary 
example of inconsistency in us to take offence at 
the opinions of an agent of the Republic for a 
similar licentiousness; can we wonder when our 
Minister speaks thus contemptuously of a nation, 
that others should make use of a similar freedom 
with us? . 

But, admitting for a moment that an appeal 
had been actually made. to the people of the 
United States, and even that an attempt had been 
made to obtain influence with the people, contra- 
distinguished from the Government, would the 
Government. have anything to fear from such 
attempts? Are the people so little acquainted 
with their own interests and means of happiness. 
or have the Government so much to apprehend 
from. their measures, that they could have to fear 
an issue of such efforts? No! every appeal which 
you make to the people, the more you strengthen 
the hands of the Government; it is in perfect 
unison with the practice of all nations to prepos- 
ses the people with whom we are about to nego- 
tiate:in our favor; it has been our own conduct 
repeatedly, and it ought to be our conduct now 
again. We ought, by the propriety and temper of 
language, and by the most sincere demonstra- 
‘tions of our regard for our engagements and neu- 
trality, to remove the prejudices which the French 
people have been injuriously led to entertain con- 
cerning us. Our present President, when in the 
character of Minister in Holland, found the happy 
advantage which resulted from prepossessing that 
nation in our favor ; it was by obtaining the good 
opinion of the people through the medium of let- 
ters written by him and published with his con- 
sent, that our Revolution derived such essential 
support, and our negotiations proved so success- 


might be viewed, it could not be considered ‘as a 
reasonable ground for pursuing hostility or pro- 
voking it by hostile language. However serious 
some of: the matters in difference between the- 
two Republics may be, and many of them were 
obviously trifling, he thought the House. should 
pause before they adopt expressions encouraging 
irritation and provoking open hostility. We should 
weigh the important question whether—if even 
all that is charged against France is true and un- 
provoked on our part—there is still a possi- 
bility that we may be compelled to concession, 
and to retract our charges. In suspending the ba- 
lances of war we should not calculate upon a posi- 
tive and inevitable preponderancy in our favor. 
But in the Address we are told to adopt strong 
language. If we adopt the language of the report 
we shall follow that rash counsel, and the issueno 
man could foresee. He would, therefore, prefer 
the amendment which disarrayed our measures 
of that fashion of words only suited to war. : But 
theamendment was objected to, and upon very sin- 
gular, and indeed upon contradictory grounds. 
Let us examine these objections. One gentle- 
man said it was too humiliating, and another that 
it was incorrect; one opposed it because it said 
too little, another because it said too much; and 
again one because it was too mild, and another 
because it was too strong; but one of those gen- 
tlemen, after expending-a volume of. breath upon 
the violent consequences of the amendment, at 
length condescends to qualify its vehemence with 
an if—it is an useful particle, and he would. say, 
with Shakspeare, oath 


“ Your if is a great peacé-maker.”’ 


But the objection to this amendment is, that we 
interfere with the Executive declaration ; and, by 
implication, that we propose three things: -to 
apologise to France, dictate to the Executive, and, 
rely on France. ai 

Tothe firsthe would reply, that noapology is pro- 
posed, and even if it were, that such a step would 
be preferable to war. To the second he would com- 
pare the strong case of the King of Great Britain, 
who, although an hereditary monarch and pos- 
sessed of thé legal right to declare war, it, is 
never done withcut previous notification, and 
without a thorough discussion and the.delivery of 
advice from the Representative House, when 


fal; and who will attempt to rob him of the well | deemed proper. Justly our Ce not 
merited praise due to his patriotic efforts on that | preclude the Representatives of the American peo- 


important occasion ? 


ple from declaring their sentiments on a question 


It has been our uniform practice to make use of | involving their dearest interests. He did- not: 


appeals to the people of other nations, and that 
distinguished from, and in opposition to, their 
several Governments. We appealed tothe people 
of England; and to the people of Ireland, during 


our Revolution, and we went so far as to tell them 


of the injustice and. oppression of their own Gov- | 


ernment, and tọ hope for their support. He had 
lately read, as a reason for our forbearance, that 
the people would take a decided part against. hos- 


tile measures; he did not think this reason was | repo 
founded on any facts.or-on any basis of declared | tiation, 


and assured evidence, but in whatever light it 


-House. 


think such arguments could be entertained in-that. . 
He believed the President: himself de- 
sired it; that he waited for our opinion, and that 
if we echoed his Speech we should not.afford him, 


| that information which he sought. . On the third 
point, a reliance upon France, he would. noten- 
counter it, because it was an airy nothing, having. 


no foundation in the amendment. | enteri ee 
Upon the whole, if-we reply as is desired by the i=; 
report of the committee, we. put an end:to neégo- « 
because: it precludes all discussion; byin- 
sisting on the maintenance ofall past errors:; We 
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are therein. positively declared to be incapable 
of mistake. Is it not then desirable to remove an 
obstacle fatal to negotiation, which decides, by 
anticipation, discussion on the-complaints of 
France, ahd assumes the monopoly of wisdom 
and perfecting their rights of demanding redress 
to-ourselves—is it not indispensably required 
by prudence and good sense that we should ex- 
tricate whatever negotiator we may send, from 
a-dilemma so clumsy and forbidding ? 

One gentleman has descanted upon the mild 
style of our Address of last session, and he sees, or 
thinks:he sees—for it is second sight—in it the 
true cause of the dismission of our Minister from 
France; and he considers it as couched in terms 
even more humiliating than those of Mr. Jay’s 
letter to Lord Grenville. He wished not to revive 
the painful remembrance of that humiliating let- 
ter, but-he could not resist the imputation of the 
Address of last. session, because if there was any 
humiliation in it, the odium must fall equally on 
the Senate, who had expressed ideas exactly cor- 
respondent. But although he could not agree 
with the gentleman in the humiliating compari- 
son of the Address with the letter alluded to, he 
should still goso far as to acknowledge that he 
thought the language of the Address of last ses- 
sion tended to produce the effect the gentleman 
had assumed, but from a very different cause: it 
was the irritating language of both that produced 
it; andit was on that account above others that 
he was now compelled to prefer the amendment 
to the report, because the latter was dictated in 
the same irritating spirit. 

A gentleman yesterday had asked where we 
were to look for our prosperity ; was it in the ru- 
ined farmer, and: merchant, the „fall of produce 
aud'stagnation of trade? The fair inference from 
this question was, that our condition now was as 
bad:as that of a state of war; it means this, or it 
means nothing. He would, therefore, ask that 
gentleman whether a war would raise the price 
of produce? Whether we should live as peacea- 
bly at home as we now do? Will a war protect 
our ships, enrich our merchants, increase our 
trade? -` Willa war produce any one effect that 
could enable us to benefit by the change? Every 
Step towards irritation is a step towards war, and 
a war-of the most ruinous nature, whose conse- 
quiences:-were so various as to be incalculable. 
With all his efforts, however feeble in themselves, 
he would oppòse it. He had uniformly opposed 
the measures. which he long foresaw, and had at 
„last led to this unfortunate crisis; but he yet re- 
lied. on the virtue and magnanimity of his country 
that it-would terminate favorably. to our liberty, 
our happiness, and our natural alliances. 

» Mr. Corr thought a greater degree of import- 
ance had been given to the business under discus- 

athan it was entitled to. He regretted, with 
other gentlemen who had spoken on this subject, 
that the House had got into this habit of answer- 
ing the President’s Speech ; but, having got into 


it; they must get out-of itas well as they could. 
If it-was to be- apolitical thing,-it would be well 
‘to passit with as much harmony.as possible. For 


+ 


his own part he had no objection: to the Answer 
reported. He could not concur in the opinion of 
the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. BaLpwin,) 
that.it bore evident appearances of being the 
composition of a young man; he thought it a just 
and proper composition. But, though he approved 
the composition, he would not say it could not be 
amended; he thought it possible it might. Still 
he could not concur in the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. Indeed he did not know 
the drift of it, or whether he meant to strike out 
all the remainder of the Address. 

Whatever foundation there might be in the 
criticisms of the gentleman from Georgia, on the 
draught of the Answer reported, he thought the 
composition oftheamendment wasmuch more faul- 
ty; in some parts its meaning was doubtful, and 
in others very improper. He particularly ob- 
jected to the passage, “but we flatter ourselves 
that the Government of France only intended to 
suspend the ordinary diplomatic intercourse, and 
to bring into operation those extraordinary agen- 
cies which are in common use between nations, 
and which are confined in their attention to the 
great causes of difference.” He thought this was 
an idea which the House could not adopt. It. ap- 
peared unfortunate that gentleman had taken this 
mode of amending the Address, by thus striking 
out ina tangent and making a new Address. 

He would take the liberty of proposing, if he 
was in order, certain amendments, in lieu of those 
proposed, which he trusted would meet the wishes 
of the members of the committee; not that they 
would improve the Address as a composition, but 
probably make it worse, which was always the 
case when a production was the work of more 
than one hand. [Mr. Corr then went on-to pro- 
pose his amendments. ] 

Mr. C. apologised for troubling the committee 
with this dry business; butas he had done it from 
a wish to contribute towards a spirit of concilia- 
tion in the determination of the question, he 
trusted he should stand excused. 

Mr. Harper believed these amendments could 
not come under consideration until that of the 
gentleman from Virginia was disposed of, by be- 
ing adopted, rejected, or withdrawn. 

This being the case, he wished to set the gen- 
tleman from New York right in three facts which 
he had stated. The first was what he had men- 
tioned respecting the Secretary of State having 
suppressed a part of an article of the armed neu- 
trality in his correspondence with one. of’ our 
agents abroad ; and, he said, if he-were disposed 
to-treat that gentleman as he had treated the Se- 
cretary of State, he should say the misstatement 
arose from ignorance or prejudice ; but he would 
not say so. He referred the gentleman to the his- 
tory of the armed neutrality, and to the letter of 
the Secretary of State, upon which, if he only 
bestowed common attention, he would find the 
Secretary was perfectly in the right, and he in 
the wrong. [He read the article.] 

‘The next point was with respect to the-letter 
written by our Minister from the Hague. The 
gentleman, he said, forgot that this letter was not 
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addressed-to the Dutch nation, as the Speech of 
Barras was to the French nation, but a private 
communication: to the Secretary of State, at a 
time when it would have been a breach of his du- 
ty not to have written it. When differences like 
these were overlooked, the committee would de- 
termine what degree of credit was due to the gen- 
tleman’s assertions. 

The next article which he. should notice was 
an appeal which the gentleman spoke of as made 
to the people of Holland, when Minister there. 
Did the gentleman know what this appeal was ? 
He would inform him. There was aslittle club 
in Holland who made it their business to inquire 
into literary, historical, and political subjects. 
Mr. Colquhoun, 4 member of the club, with whom 
Mr. Adams was acquainted, submitted some que- 
ries to Mr. Adams, to which he requested his 
answer; he answered them, and Mr. Colquhoun 
read the answer in the club: they requested it 
might be. printed, and, on being applied to, Mr. 
Adams consented that it should be printed. 

And these’ circumstances were to be the set-off 
against all the abuses which the French Ministers 
have shown this country. It occurred to him that 
there was another fact in which he was.mistaken, 
asa proof of which heshould produce the best au- 
thority: it would be under his-own hand. He 


had said, that there were thousands of ourseamen, 


who had been taken by the British, groaning in 
captivity in foreign countries. They all remem- 
bered with what a glow of patriotism that gen- 
tleman had brought forward the subject ; he was 
pee ‘at the head:of the committee ; and, after a 
o 

the subject; he made a report, viz: that forty-two 
American citizens had been impressed by the 
British ; also twelve British ‘subjects, twenty-six 
foreigners, and twenty-seven whose country was 
unknown: Yet the gentleman had so far forgot- 
ten himself as to state the number at thousands! 

Mr. Livingston said he would much rather be 
charged with ignorance than with designedly 
publishing a falsehood.’ He again quoted the ar- 
ticle which he still charged the Secretary of State 
with mutilating. It was not with the construc- 
tion put upon it (though he thought it a wrong 
_ one) that he found fault, but with the misquota- 

tion, and he insisted upon it that it was as he had 
stated it. 

The next object was Mr. Adams’s letter from 
the Hague. He did- not say this letter was un- 
justifiable, but referred: to it only to show that it 
was a common thing for Ministers to give opin- 
ions of the political situation of the country in 
which they reside. 

The third objection was a misstatement said to 
be made respecting the impressment of our seamen, 
whichthegentleman from South Carolina proposed 
to correct from his (Mr. L’s) own hand. When 
he first brought forward this proposition, he was 
told (he ‘believed by the gentleman from South 
Carolina himself) ‘that it was impossible to carry 
his project into execution. Notwithstanding the 
‘copposition‘of that gentleman: and others, it was 
“-agnacted into’ a law and; in- consequence, a com- 


ng time had been taken for making inquiries on | 


mittee was appointed last session to inquire into 
the operation of the law, and whether any amend- 
ment was necessary. He reported that very few 
collectors had made returns; only five or six had 
complied with the act. Yet, in the short time 
which had elapsed since the passing of the act, the. 
number. above mentioned had been impressed. 
No gentleman supposed, when he said there were 
thousands of seamen in captivity, that he meant 
to say there were two or three thousand men thus 
enslaved; he meant no more than that there were 
a great number. No return had been made from 
New York and other considerable places.. The 
multitudes of men seized before the act passed 
were not reported. nor those who have been taken 
since. He thought, therefore, if forty men were 
| impressed in six months, when the British knew 
| that an act had been passed on ‘the subject, 
it was but reasonable to believe that there 
were now thousands groaning in slavery. Mr. 
L., therefore, trusted that the committee would be 
convinced that what he had at first mentioned 
| was now confirmed. : oe 
| Mr. Corrs proposed amendments were then 
ordered to be printed for the use of the members. 
The committee rose, and obtained leave to: sit 
again. 


Tuurspay, May 25. ` 


The House ‘went into a Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Denr in the Chair). on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Nicnouas to the report in answer to 
the President’s Speech. MEN bat 

Mr. Gives rose. He said that he had always 
been against thisform of giving Answers, since 
the time the practice first began; it was derived 
| from the British House of Commons, which: was 
| a bad source for precedents. In that House, how- 
| ever, the Speech and the Answer were both 
| known to be the work of the Minister, and treat- 
ed with great freedom. Mr. G. thought that. it 
would be better to direct the Committee of Rules 
and Orders of the House, to make one standin: 
Answer, which would serve regularly forall 
Speeches. This would be an improper time for 
such a regulation, but though we could not now 
get rid of a bad habit, it was not necessary to vin- 
dicate it. He said, that Mr. Livineston ‘had yes- 
terday taken part of the ground which he intend- 
| ed to take. The question before the House amount- 
| ed to this: shall we recommend it to the President 
to place all nations on a level as to commerce, and 
to remove the inequalities between them?-. To 
assist him in deciding this point, he would-refer 
to facts and dates; and, as he did not wish to rep- 
resent things in false colors, he would-be glad: to 
be corrected, if he should happen to go wrong. 
He would begin at the ist of February, 1793, 
when England dismissed the French Minister, 
and the Republic, in consequence, declared war 


| 


against her. On the 224 of April following; the < © 


President declared this country to be inza state-of... 
neutrality. and warned the citizens to observe it. 

At this time, about the 10th May, M. Genet landed. 
and raised a considerable alarm by commencing 
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an improper correspondence. with out. citizens. 
Government from that time tooka wrong impres- 
sion, and acted under the idea of a dangerous 
French influence in this country. All this was a 
mistake. Genet was universally reprobated, un- 
„ less by a few disorderly people, and Government 
< from that trial should have learned to trust us. In 


consequence of the disturbance that Genet made, | 


many societies entered into resolutions to support 
Government. Even the pulpit reviled Genet. If 
execration, disappointment, and contempt, could 
fill up the measure of punishment, he had it. 
From the arrival of Genet to that of Fauchet, 
sothe sentiments were kept alive, and some phra- 
ses that he would review. The Friends of Order 
and the Disorgantzers were two.of them. Then 
we had the reign of moderation, but of so frantic 
a kind, for the short time which it lasted, as to exer- 
cise the greatest of despotism over opinion. This 
order, moderation, and disorganization, were all 
gone and no more said about theni. Among Mr. 
G.’s constituents, when notice came of the West- 
ern insurrection, they were all ready to march in 
support of Government ; instead of calling them- 
selves the friends of order, they proved that they 
were so. The country remained from this time 
in a tranquil state till the arrival of Mr. Jay’s 
Treaty. On the 5th of December, 1793, a Message 
. Was received from the. President, speaking of 
France in the most friendly terms. In spite of 
Genet’s quarrel there was no misunderstanding 
„with the Republic, and Mr. G. quoted this circum- 
stance to prove that there was no serious differ- 
ence till the arrival of Mr. Jay’s Treaty. Mr. G. 
said that he would review what was in the mean 
time passing in Europe. During the Summer of 
1798, Britain made no less than six treaties with 
different nations, and one stipulation in each of 
them was that thecontracting parties should stop 
all provisions going to France, and force all other 
nations to do so. The first of these treaties was 
made with Russia, on the 20th of March, 1793 ; 
the second was with Spain; the third with 
Prussia; the fourth with the Emperor; the 
fifth with Portugal; and the last with the King 
of the two Sicilies. It was said that France pre- 
ceded Britain in the order for stopping provisions. 
Britain did not publicly issue such orders until 
the 16th of June, 1793; but Britain had, in reali- 
ty, adopted the practice long before. The French 
orders fluctuated ; but, at one time, the United 
„States were exempted from stoppage, when others 
were stopped. He then noticed the stoppage of 
provisions to the West Indies; the Orders of the 
6th of November, 1793, and the 8th of January, 
1794. In the very short interval between these 
two dates, France had gone on so fast that Britain 
found it better to ameliorate the condition of neu- 
tral States, During this time, England also made 
à truce for Portugal with Algiers, and this truce 
has cost us fifteen hundred thousand dollars, be- 
|. sides what it-may cost hereafter. Timber had 

„been. promised to- be cut for the Algerines, of a 
kind which this: country could not furnish in due 
quality. Some of it was to be brought so far as 
- o from the Northwest branch of the Susquehannah. 


He would pass over Lord Dorchester’s speech. to 
the Indians, and the British soldiers and savages 
joining the tomahawk against our Western fron- 
tiers. He mentioned these things, merely to keep 
them in view. There was something, he said 
which he could never think of without surprise. 
This was a conversation between Lord Grenville 
and Mr. Pinckney.’ It was related in a letter, 
dated the 9th of January, 1794, from Mr. Pinck- 
ney. It took notice of Lord Gfenville telling Mr. 
Pinckney the desire which the British Govern- 
ment had of maintaining harmony with the Uni- 
ted States, and their readiness to support the Gov- 
ernment of this country against a dangerous Jac- 
obin faction who wanted to overturn it. Mr. G. 
said, that this betrayed more interference on the 
part of Britain than there ever had been on the 
part of France. From this time our Government 
had taken a leaning towards Britain. French in- 
fluence was only a sentiment which we felt for 
the sake of liberty, but which was sometimes con- 
jured up as a chimera to serve certain purposes. 
The United States had a real interest in cherish- 
ing the sentiment, which never could be dan- 
gerous. 

As for British influence, it was a matter much 
more substantial. That people speak the same 
language with us, are scattered from one end of 
the Continent to the other, intermarry with us, 
and have a very great commercial intercourse, 
Lord Grenville’s proposition had led to Mr. Jay’s 
Treaty. As to France trying to engage us in the 
war, any other nation in the world would be glad 
to do so. France had addressed the. people ot 
America, and was resisted: Britain had address- 
ed our Government; and Mr. G. feared that the 
latter had not made so firm a stand. While Con- 
gress were taking proper measures to check the 
depredations, Mr. Jay, to the astonishment of man- 
kind, was named Ambassador to England. The 
treaty was signed on the 19th of November, 1794. 
The instructions, Mr. G. had never seen, but if we 
may judge from the treaty itself, they were ex- 
tremely full. For the making of such a treaty he 
had never heard a reason, nor had he ever been 
able to learn one good consequence likely to ac- 
crue from it. It had been called an instrument of 
peace, and its first effect was, that we were sum- 
moned to fight with France, Spain, and Holland. 
One of the articles was that free ships do not 
make free goods. This was highly injurious both 
to France and the United States; it implied a 
breach of the law of nations, because, before you 
can search for an enemy’s goods you must stop 
neutral ships. This regulation could only be un- 
derstood as operating against France. If we could 
not help the practice going on, we should at least 
have suffered it to stand as it was, without any 
countenance. All the principal articles of export 
from the United States were declared contraband, 
except tobacco, and, indeed, that might be includ- 
ed under the general title of provisions, as people 
would sometimes be in want of a chew. He 
spoke of this provision clause as infamous. He 
referred to Count Bernstoff, Minister of Denmark, 
who had kept his country in-a more. honorable 
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situation than perhaps any other in Europe had 
done during the present war. Mr. G. read the 
refusal of Count Bernstoff to comply with the 
British requisition ‘to that effect. During the 
armed néutrality, the United States had owned 
‘that free bottoms should make free goods. Was 
` there any reason since to alter our opinion? He 
-would be glad to hear gentlemen answer if there 
was any. He had always said that the provision 
article was unjust to France, and yet on account 
of the British Treaty we are to plunge into a war 
before we know whether we are in the right or 
in the wrong. Gentlemen who had promoted the 
British Treaty now came forward to support it, 
but it would now be more manly to declare at 
‘once that we cannot do so. In Citizen Adet’s com- 
plaints, many articles were unjust and trifling, but 
this was always the casein productions of that 
sort. Mr. G. then referred to the speech of Bar- 
ras: he said that Britain still went on robbing and 
impressing American seamen. Mr. Harper had 
yesterday said that the impressments were few; 
but how were we to be certain of that? . The 
men are not. allowed to write to. us, and Mr. 
Pinckney informs:us that vast numbers of them 
are in French jails. He had always wondered at 
„our having so few communications on this head 
from the Executive.. A law had. passed in this 
House and in the Senate upon this subject, with- 
out any, information from that quarter. Gentle- 
men had allowed that it would be just enough to 
grant an equality. of privileges to. every foreign 
nation; but, Mr. Harper had objected, that if 
this ‘were:granted to France, she would still con- 
tinue to demand. When she makes an unjust 
claim, said Mr. G., we should stop; he would not 
be for going any. further. The French had not 
„acted on vague claims; they take neutral and 
_contraband articles; they take the ships, and 
when.they find our seamen on board of British 
-vessels, they threaten. to treat them as pirates, 
and will not allow them to prove that they were 
impressed. = 
As for. Mr. Pinckney’s dismission, he would not 
„say. that it was right; he was sorry for it. He 
gave the gentleman great credit for his behavior ; 
he had acquired as much. reputation as, in such 
an exigency, it was possible to acquire. But Mr. 
Gites would not say that the dismission was en- 
tirely groundless. If he understood the Directory, 
their. meaning was, not that they would receive 
no Minister; but that he must be vested with ex- 
traordinary powers. They, still say, that they 
hope to keep up harmony with the people of 
America. This surely cannot be reckoned a de- 


-claration of hostility, since the people and Gov- | 


ernment were the same. Is not this House a part 
of the people? But though he believed that the 


Directory wished. for an Ambassador Hixtraor-' 


dinary, they did not. say: so, but left us to our own 
reflections. In. this they were extremely right; 
for-such an intimation would have been called 
dictating to the Government. A gentleman had 
said yesterday, that this report of an Address was 
‘a-second Declaration of Independence. Mr. G. 
had often. thought about a year ago, that such a 


words on the part of the Republic, 


declaration would be well timed, when the British 


‘Treaty took away so many of our sovereign rights; 


then was the time for such a step, and not now. 
Gentlemen had said, that we were not indebted 
to France—that she acted on selfish principles ; 
but, said he, in private life are we not always bet- 
ter pleased with the services of a friend when they 
are at the same time consistent with his own in- 
terest? To deny that we had obligations to 
France, was to contradict our own feelings. He 
could bring no proof of them, but laying his hand 
upon his heart, and saying, that he felt them. 
And are we now to be told, by cold calculating ` 
arithmetic, that we owe them nothing? So much 
had been said about French influence in this 
country, that the story was now becoming ridicu- 
lous. For his own part, he had no communica- 
tion or acquaintance with any Frenchman on 
earth. He did not understand that kind of chemi- 
cal process by which individuals lost all their 
gratitude, when they got into Government. If 
thé. House had been asked to declare war, forthat 
was the tendency of the Speech and report, against 
any other country but France, he did not believe 
that there would be one single vote for it. As for 
an appeal to the people, every thing which came 
from the press was so; Britain constantly admit- 
ted of such. We had seen performances of that 
kind, than which nothing could more exactly de- 
serve the name; in fact, every newspaper essay” 
was an appeal. Mr. Harper had told us yester- 
day of the present President, when Ambassador 
club,. to whom he wrote letters, which ‘were 
printed as an appeal to the people of Holland. 
Mr. H. said, that they were only addressed’ toan 
individual.] But, said Mr. Gives, they desired hir 
to ask leave from Mr. Avams to have them printed. 
Thus our President was corresponding with a 
democratic society. oe 
Mr. HARPER rose again. If Mr. Apams’ had 
ever done so, he never would have heard my 
approbation—they were only a literary society. 
Mr. GiLes appealed to gentlemen whether this 
made any alteration. There was a strange caba- 
listical charm in these words democratic societies. 
Mr. Q. said, that all M. Genet’s efforts only 
showed that there was no such thing in this coun- 
try asa French influence. He compared the style 
of the Answer to. the President’s last Speech, with 
Mr. Jay’s memorial to Lord Grenville; the on 
spoke of the resources of the country, the other of 
the virtues of the British King. aE i 
Mr. G. did not feel himself degraded by having 
brought forward that part of the Answer ‘to the 
President’s Speech of last session, which recom- 
mended the cultivation of peace. [Here Mr: W- 
Sirs rose, and seemed to question whether Mr. 
G. had obtained the insertion of such a passage.] . 
Mr. G. upon this read it, and it was in these ~ 
words, “and by. all honorable means’ to restore.” 
that peace and harmony with France and the: 
United States;” and since Mr. S. would’ have 
the whole history of it, Mr. G. would farther tell 
him, that he obtained: the striking out of these 
hd: inserting © 
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in their place the word mutual. Thus he had 
sayed us from the presumption of saying that we 
“were infallible. He could not help noticing again 
the very different ground taken in the present Ad- 
‘dress, wherein we rely on ourselves and our re- 
sources, and the memorial of Mr. Jay; wherein 
we rely on the magnanimity, &c., of the British 
King. A gentleman had spoken about the falling 
price of grain, and the bad effects of the French 
_ depredations on the farming interest. It was said 
last year, that the British Treaty would tend to 
keep the price of grain high; he was then an 
unbeliever in that doctrine ; and since then wheat 
had fallen from two and an half and three dollars 
per bushel to a much lower price. Mr. G. was a 
farmer, and depended on his farm for his whole sub- 
sistence ; he now sold his wheat for 7s. the bushel. 
At the time of discussing the Treaty a clamor 
was raised about peace, and what sort of peace 
has it proved tobe? War with three nations in 
order to. keep peace with one! Is not that the 
fact? We are told that Barras has insulted us. 


might as well have been omitted altogether on 
the present occasion. The members-of the com- 
mittee may be made sensible of the irritatión of 
such discussions, but he believed no one’ would 
pretend to say he was fully informed of foreign 
concerns, o» either side, to decide upon their po- 
licy or impolicy. At the same time, it should be 
considered that our own- situation, and the bést 
policy to be pursued in that situation, are the only 
proper objects of our immediate attention, and 
those alone upon which we can pretend to be 
properly informed, or to decide with effect. 

The question-before the House was the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Virginia; 
and in considering that amendment, he would 
neither criticise upon terms, nor dispute about 
any of the nice delicacies of diction. These he 
considered of but very small consequence, indeed; 
and he cared not whether gentlemen should prefer 
“sensibility” to “indignation,” or the contrary, so 
that the substantial ends of our deliberations shall 
be accomplished, and in a way the most condu- 
cive to our national honor and security. He did 
not pretend to censure gentlemen for the discursive 
manner in which they had debated on the amend- 
ment; he only fixed it as a rule for himself to 
adhere closely to it; and this he would do by 
offering such observations upon it as occurred to 
himself, and as arose from the remarks of other 
gentlemen ; and he would-notice the latter before 
the substantial facts. me 

It had been objected to the amendment that it 
was couched in language calculated rather to 
apologise for the conduct of France towards us, 
than to assert our injuries. The paragraph ob- 
jected to was in these words: 

“But we flatter ourselves that the Government of 
France intended only to propose the ordinary diplonia- 
tic intercourse, and to bring into operation those extra- 
ordinary agencies which are in common use between — 
nations, and which are confined in their attention. to 
the great objects of difference.” 

This is considered by some gentlemen as an 
apology for the dismission ‘of our Minister. He. 
would observe upon this objection very briefly ; 
he would not inquire whether our Minister had 
ordinary or extraordinary powers; but he would 
consider that part of the amendment in that 
point of view in which there was no differerice of 
opinion. We all agree that Mr. Pinckney has 
been dismissed, and no one has said that we 
should be, nor that we are, precluded from further 
negotiation. The Speech of the President, with 
the sentiments of every gentleman of the com- 
mittee, are united. The amendment, then, ap- 
peared to him as an expression of that principle; 
and he believed that nothing more nor less than 
that opinion could be found in it. 

Let us now remark upon the arguinents against 
the other part of the amendment. A gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. Smrra) has told us, 
that possibly Mr. Pinckney had ‘extraordinary 
powers, and, as he was’ dismissed, we should not 
agree in that amendment.. While we agree in 
the principle of further negotiation, he could not 
discern the application `of this objection, Büt 
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mary. powers, and that he could not treat? Surely 
that would not be maintained. He would take 
‘upon: him to assert that ‘he had not extraordinary 
‘powers; because if he had, the President would 
‘either have told us be had; or furnished us with 
a-copy of them ; and, above all, because, had he 


been no alternative for us between submission 
“and war. 

> Another gentleman (Mr. Srrersaves) had said 
“that: he had no reliance on the magnanimity or 
he justice of France; that he would not trust to 
cheras disposed to reconciliation ; and yet the gen- 
tleman is disposed to support that part of the re- 
port which approves the purpose to negotiate. 

He believed that such declarations were not the 
-best of all-others to ensure, or even to promote, a 
spirit of reconciliation. If we were injured, we 
‘should not'be the less so fora dispassionate repre- 
sentation of our injuries; and animosity is at the 
best. of times an inauspicious temper. to negotiate 
under... He believed, if. we should: be sincere on 
both sides, that our disputes would have an ami- 
cable.termination, and- if we mean to evince our 
‘sincerity that we ought to be unequivocal. 

:. He would now take up-what he deemed to be 
the substantial part of the Address. He thought 
it should contain, in one shape or another, a de- 

laration ofthe disposition to place France on an 
equal footing with every other nation ; and hav- 

ng found it'in the amendment, it was with him 
-an additional. and. powerful. reason for supporting 
ite .Tt:says: : 

«We therefore receive with the utmost satisfaction 
-your information thata- fresh attempt at negotiation 

ill be instituted; and we expect with confidence that 
‘a mutual spirit of conciliation and disposition on the 
part of the United States, to place France on the footing 
-of: other countries, by removing the inequalities which 
have: arisen in the operation of our respective trea- 
ties,” &e. . £ 

In speaking of this part of the- amendment, it 
may be necessary to notice an objection which 
had been made to the discussion of the subject in 
-that-House, upon the principle of the Constitu- 
tion, that the President, with the advice and con- 
‘sent of ‘the Senate, is alone competent and au- 
thorized:to consider and determine. upon foreign 
relations.: Would gentlemen then say that this 

House is precluded from the free exercise of 
opinion on the most interesting concerns of the 
nation? Will they say that the Representatives 
of the people shall have no voice or deliberative 
weight in questions which go to decide whether 
“peace shall be preserved, or war rendered inevita- 
ble? Until they do assert this, or at least until 
the Constitution declares it—for it is so far fortu- 
nate that the Constitution is much stronger than 
those gentlemen—until they declare this, in the 
face of the Constitution, it will be the duty of 
that House to: disregard such: far-stretehed doc- 
trines, and to deliberate fully. But supposing that 


“terms -more strong, or as strong as they possibly 
could be expressed, and inform the President that 


the-House should resolve to express an opinion in. 


will it be said that Mr. Pinckney had extraordi- 


ssuch: extraordinary powers, there would have | 


we wished: for peace on such and such tertiis, 
gentlemen must know that the Président is not 
bound by the Constitution to adopt our counsel. 
We have the right to declare our opinion—he has 
the right to act; but if he acts contrary to: the 
national opinion, it must be upon his own respon- 
sibility. 

It is clear, therefore, that we do not interfere 
with his duties; we do not usurp his functions; 
and there can be very little reason to suspect that 
the President will step out of the line of his du- 
ties or depart from the plans which his wisdom 
has formed, in consequence of any vote which 
we may pass, if it appears to him in itself wrong. 
If gentlemen would. indeed rest upon the au- 
thority of precedent, and that derived from for- 
eign and dissimilar constitutions, it would not be 
difficult. to cover the table with quotations from 
foreign Parliamentary proceedings directly in the 
teeth of their assumptions, and these, too, from 
bodies whose rights were not so extensive, whose 
constitutions were not so free. as ours. Gentle- 
men who insist on foreign precedent, and upon 
British. Parliamentary precedent too, appear ‘not 
to know or forget that it was a vote of the 


| British House of Commons which terminated 


the American war; and on a late, but less im- 

portant, occasion, that it was a vote of the House: 
of Commons that terminated the Russian arma- 

ment, which was a case not very remote from 

a resemblance of the present state of our own 

affairs. But gentlemen, as if conscious of the 

futility of these assumptions, abandon them for 

another kind of argument. . They say our: ex- 

pression of our opinion betrays a want of confi- . 
dence in the Executive. This argument would 

do very well'in countries where the Executive 

was every thing and the people nothing; or where 

deliberation was only a form and not an essence, 

But in our free Government he did not know: 

which to admire, the strangeness or the incon- 

gruity of the doctrine. He thought that, so far 

from betraying a want of confidence, he was fully 

persuaded the President was then waiting anx- 

iously for the opinion of that House, or, at least, 

to know the opinions of the people. His wishes 

are for peace; but he is also desirous of ascertain~ 

ing how far he shall be supported in the negotia- 

tions which are to secure it; and this disposition, 

and this desire, are the necessary result of his 

situation. He would remind gentlemen that six, 
seven, or eight weeks have elapsed since the 

President received advice of the dismission‘of-our- 
Minister, and yet to this hour he has not taken 

any steps, beside the calling of the Legislature tõ- 
gether, towards that negotiation. What. does:he’ 
say to us?— RETE 


“ Believing neither the honor nor the interest of the 
United States absolutely forbid the repetition of advan- 
ces for securing these desitable objects with France; ‘I. 


shall institute a fresh attempt: at negotiation; and shall. —. 


not fail to promote and accelerate an-aecommodati¢: 
on terms compatible with the- rights, duties; interest, 
and honor of the nation. Ifwe have committed eirérs,, 
and these can be demonstrated, we ‘shall be. willing: to 


correct them. If-we have: done“ injuries, we: shale. z 
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willing, on conviction, to redress them, and. equal 
measures of justice we have a right to expect from 
France and every other nation.” 


From this explicit declaration of the opinion 
and intentions of the- Executive, he concluded 
that it was a principal object to obtain a precise 
knowledge of the teelings of the American peo- 
ple, and that cannot be done in any shape, with a 
greater likelihood of certainty, than in that House. 

But a question has been indirectly made by 
gentlemen, whether it. is proper to offer to place 
France on the same footing with other nations? 
This question had indeed been already so well 
answered that there was little left for him to add, 
and it might be resolved into the question, What 
is the law of nations? Because, if there is a pre- 
cise law of nations, it belongs to all, and must 
be mutual. This has been discussed in the me- 
rits of the armed neutrality, which, whether it 
contained truly or not the fixed law of nations, 
was accepted as, that permanent law by America 
in the midst of her Revolution, when it was above 
all other seasons the least her interest so to recog- 
nise it,and which, if there was a doubt, she would 
have been justified in acting upon to her own sal- 
vation and benefit. In like manner the Treaty of 
1778 was concluded. But the gentleman from 
South Carolina (W. Smrra) had insisted, and the 
Secretary of State, in his letter to Mr. Pinckney, 
had endeavored to argue, that it was not: meant to 
be permanent. Their arguments had been al- 
ready so pointedly refuted by a gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Livineston,) that he had to add 
only. one conclusive fact. The gentleman had 
asserted that the armed neutrality had ceased to 
‘operate upon the termination of the war. Now, 
if it should be found that one Power had entered 
into. that.coalition and recognised the principles 
thereof as.a permanent law, the gentleman’s con- 
clusions fell at. once to the ground. The gentle- 
-man had argued that the convention of armed 
neutrality was not to be permanent, and the Sec- 
retary of State had supported, or rather broached, 
the same opinion. What does that document it- 
self declare? “These stipulations shall be fur- 
ther considered as permanent, and shall decide in 
all matters of commerce and navigation; and, in 
short, in every case where the rights of neutral 
nations are to be determined.” To this article he 
would only add this plain fact, which he found 
recorded in the history of the armed neutrality, 
which had been quoted by gentlemen: That, in 
the year after the conclusion of the war, Portugal 
had formally acceded to that convention ; its pro- 
visions concern shipping, and we see a maritime 
Power acceding to it ‘in the tranquil moments of 
peace, and agreeing to itas the permanent law of 
nations; and it is upon our accession to the prin- 
“ciple while we were ourselves at war, and when 
cits acceptance was in opposition to our interest, 

but conformable to our love of justice, and upon 
otir:subsequent recognition of it as well in the 
“one: case of our treaty with France as with others, 
-that we are now bound to put France upon an 
qual footing with those to whom we have since 
‘relinquished: the principle. He did not know any 


treaties of other nations in which the same prin- 
ciple had not been recognised, unless it was in an 
instance mentioned of Russia having combined 
with England to do it away for the temporary 
end of starving France into a surrender, or, as 
was the fashionable expression, of blotting her out 
of the map of Europe. Denmark and Sweden 
indeed had in some measure given way to the 
necessity of the times by declaring that they 
would abide by none but generally received laws, 
and in this they no doubt acted with a prudence 
that could not be blamed ; and it was right, under 
a pressure as urgent. that the United States had 
pursued a corresponding conduct; and, if right in 
these Powers, it could not be said to be wrong 
only in the case of France, who, being willing to 
maintain it, cannot find the other Powers ready, 
or able to render the support mutual and general. 
But it had been said that America was not bound 
by her treaty with France not to make this relin- 
quishment to Britain. As a foreign nation, un- 
questionably she hada right to treat as she pleased, 
and no other nation had a right to interfere in the 
acts of her sovereignty; but was it right to ac- 
knowledge it in opposition to the law of nations, 
and to grant it without an equivalent from the 
only nation that -had before denied that law? It 
should have been the sine qua non in our negoti- 
ation with Britain—not of war, but a sine qua non 
of negotiation. It would have been our interest 
and our duty not to abandon. the principle, even 
though our strength. did not allow us to support 
the execution, and we should have: left past de- 
predations to have been amicably compensated, + 
but asserted strenuously our security for the fu- ” 
ture. This isa real, effectual, and: not such a. fic- 
titious security as we have now obtained. The 
mischiefs of an abandonment of the principle are 
to us of immense magnitude. 

On the contraband article, the gentleman from 
South Carolina had found Vattel, who was every 
thing in all other cases, completely void of au- ‘ 
thority, although Great Britain agrees with Vat- 
tel. But how is France to be contemned for-her 4 
maintenance of the doctrine against Britain? | 
The only way to obviate the difficulty is by pla- ` 
cing her on the same footing as France in this 
respect, and specially stipulating that the princi- 
ple is not abandoned, but granted for a period co- 
existent to each of the Powers. . This will be a 
lesser evil; but there is little to be derived from 
either party, and. when two Powers are at war, 
when we are not able to enter into extensive hos- 
tility, we had better incur a disadvantage when 
there is no dishonor, than insist upon objects of 
subordinate value, which may be in more auspi- 
cious times retrieved. ; ; 

It had been said we should not offer France an . 
ultimatum. He had not heard one reason to 
show the bad consequences of such a step. He 
was for giving an ultimatum, and for this very 
plain reason: because every thing that could be 
known on this subject by either party wasal- 
ready perfectly understood ; but more particularly 
because Mr. Pinckney informs us the people of 
France entertain an opinion that we are divided, 
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which, though true in some cases, would put us 
on such ground as to show. that on the true na- 
tional points we were united to a man... Those 
who oppose it on the ground of concession, would 
do well first to show that.what we ought and are 
‘certainly willing to allow, can be so considered. 
If this amendment should be rejected, or at 
Teast the spirit of it should not be adopted, can it 
be expected that gentlemen who formerly opposed 
and disapproved of the measures of administra- 
tion will sacrifice their opinions, as has been in- 
sinuated they should? Can it be expected that 
“after the clamor which has been raised with the 
‘obvious intention to overawe us—after the Exe- 
cutive has been put up as a kind of shield to stand 
between us and the truth, and to protect their ar- 
guments and irritating measures from animadver- 
sion, that we should not rather be the more 
alarmed for ourselves and. more-fixed to such 
‘. mëasures as we are convinced are just? He had 
always spoken freely, and he would continue so 
to do, always preserving due respect for others. 
Gentlemen in this discussion have taken a very 
wide scope indeed, and the gentleman from South 
Carolina. in. particular, who is usually very cool, 


indeed forgot himself, and launched into assertions 
-for which there was. not the: least foundation. 
Speaking of the conduct of the several French 
Ministers, he had described. Genet as making an 
appeal to the people; Fauchet as. fomenting an 
insurrection, and Adet as insulting the Secretary. 
The particular point he meant to notice was the 
fomenting an insurrection. He was willing to 
allow that his. constituents on that occasion had 
~ not behaved well; but it must be in the recollec- 
| tion of many gentlemen in that House, that the 
common cry and charge against them at the time 
was that they were going to join the British, and 
even the. letter of Fauchet himself declares it to 
be the case. [t is true he would not place much 
< reliance on that man who could write on a sub- 
ject one day, and sign a certificate to the contrary 
another; but he believed he was right in saying 
it wasa poetical flight just made to round a period. 
He had found poetical occupations for his first and 
last personage, and it was necessary to find some 
business for this middle person; indeed this was 
rendered certain, for he had never heard of but 
one other authority for the flight, for it was never 
before asserted but by one Phocton and William 
Wilcocks. l i 

`. The gentleman has, with the spirit of a legis- 
. lator almost as sublime as his poetical character, 
told us that he should prefer carrying the question 
with only a majority of one or a casting vote, 
than not at all. A majority of what?. Of the 
Representatives of the people ? 

Thus, then, it appears that this gentleman, who 
> is at. turns recommending unanimity and the 
union of the people, is indifferent about an equal 
division ; content with the unanimity of the Gov- 
ernment. So the Senate and Executive agree 
with a majority carried only by one, the gentle- 
man. cares not-if the remaining half of the Rep- 


had indulged himself in a poetical flight. He had’ 


resentatives and their constituents differ upon the | style, and say, either we, are resolved: to be at- 


question to be decided! We see, then, who it is 
that really wishes to divide the Government from 
the people. 


But he hoped that such adverse opinions would 


not prevail in that House; they were baleful to 
the very happiness of the country, and the due 
credit of the Government. He hoped that a great 
majority would be found unanimous in resisting 
the rashness that would drive us to a war. 
hoped that there would not be found one man, 
unless it was those who were eager after power or 
money, who anticipated, in the desolations of war, 
the realization of riches by plunder, either as 
agents, contraciors, or one or other of those train 
of wretches that hover like vultures in rear of 


He 


battles—that none but such as these would be 


found eager to involve us in calamities which were 


too grievous. to be yet forgotten among us, and 
too terrible to be encountered but in the last ex- 
tremity. ` 

Whatever may be our determination, he said, 
rash or weak men should not divert us from our 


sober purposes in the pursuit of measures caleu- 


lated for accommodation and peace. -'We could 
not be too speedy in our decisions ; the events on 
the other side of the Atlantic are so rapid as not 
to be within our reach or control. We do not 
know the events which have already. taken place. 
He would not rely on the generosity. of any na- 
tion in particular circumstances; and there is no 
knowing the extent to which success might lead : 
men, under a mistaken impression of injury. We 
ought to lose notime. The haughtiness of France 
has overwhelmed nearly all Europe on- land. 
What she may do next we know not... Whether 
she is just or unjust, we should at least not lose 
time in negotiation, and we ought the more 
steadily to do this, because there is no man in 
America, of what party he may be, who will not 
resist, if resistance is required; therefore, while 
the conflict is doubtful, we should determine our 
affairs ; and,as the amendment appears to furnish 
the only grounds upon which negotiation is at all 
likely to be attended with the necessary effect of 
securing peace and independence, that ought to be 
preferred. ` at 
The amendment had been opposed on various 
other grounds: among the most curious, was that 
of the gentleman from South. Carolina, (Mr. W. 
Suite) He says either we have or we have 
not granted a favor to England in the provision 
article; and his inferences are, if we have not 
France cannot complain; but if we have, since 
she has, by her decree of the 2d March last, taken 
the same advantage to herself, she has no right to 
complain. Thus, according to that gentleman’s 
logic, we have done France the kindest favors, 
whether we meant it or not.. He would just ob- 
serve, and the committee would not forget. it, 
that this sort of argument did not belong: to the 
supporters of the amendment. We say France 


has no right to assume these immunities; we do 


not allow it. We say, by. virtue of the 2d article’ : 
of our treaty with France, she cannot insist on it 
But supposing we should agree in the gentleman’, 
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tached to Great Britain or we are not ; if we were, 
such arguments might be very properly used to 
cement that union; but if we were not, in the 
name of common sense, why object to the amend- 
ment ?,, We who propose the amendment say the 
British Treaty exists; it is the law of the land, 
and we insist upon keeping it. We confess we 
have said it was a bad one, and so we say still; 
but we will not therefore go beyond it with you, 
France; we shall agree to make you equal, but 
no more. The gentlemen appeared to coincide in 
one particular: that was in their opinion of the 
British Treaty. They felt so sensibly alive to it 
that they dreaded even to touch it, and yet they 
insisted that it was universally popular, and that 
its popularity increased in proportion as it became 
more known. He would leave gentlemen unmo- 
lested in the solacing indulgence of that idea as 
long as they could persuade themselves into such 
a fantasy, but he would just suggest to gentlemen 
that there did not appear to him a likelihood of 
its gaining a considerable share of popularity on 
the Western frontier when the memorial of the 
Spanish Minister shall have found its way into 
that part of the United States. 

It has been’ several times asserted, that all we 
can say or do on the affairs with France will be 
now perfectly useless, for sbe is determined to go 
to war with us at-all events; and various reasons 
are assigned for this, among others that she resol- 
ved to make us break the British Treaty and to 
overturn the British trade. Gentlemen might have 
sufficient authority for the reasoning and they 
might not; indeed he would not argue it with 
them on this occasion. He would suppose it pos- 
sible that France would sacrifice her interest with 
us to injure that trade which is the vital support 
of Britain, and commencea war with us on that 
account. But, if such is really the opinion of 
gentlemen, ought it not to be the first and most 
pressing motive with us to adopt measures likely 
to extricate us from such difficulties? But do 
gentlemen believe the fact? Do they, who give 
the President even more credit than he asked on 
so many oceasions, doubt him on this, or have they 
better means of information on this subject? If 
they have, why has he not been made acquainted 
with it? But he still thinks we may negotiate, 
and-consequently entertains no immediate appre- 
hension of a war. This sentiment is expressed 
in his Speech, and it even makes a part of the re- 
port, and consequently those who support that 
part.of the Answer, cannot with propriety oppose 
the same thing in the amendment. 

It is also charged against the amendment that 
it concedes every thing and asserts nothing. Now, 
the. impression which the amendment made on 
him was, that if any thing it took higher ground. 
We all agree as to an insult being given in the 
“dismissal of our Minister; and in the amendment, 
while we leave open the ground for negotiation 
proposed by the President, we declare that a rep- 
etitionof insult will put an end to every friendly 
relation sand after all, this firm language is said 
tobe degrading! . 

Mr. W.Smira, begged leave:to offer a short 


reply. He had been accused of indulging a poeti- 
cal flight, but the gentleman who accused him 
appeared himself-in that particular to have been 
indulging a poetical license. He had talked of 
concessions as if France had not spoliated. We 
are not about to conclude a treaty of concession, 
but to enter on negotiation for a treaty of stipula- 
tions for equivalents. If we are to usurp the trea- 
ty-making power in this House, he hoped we 
would not forget to do something for America. 
As to the poetical flight, he appealed to the recol- 
lection of gentlemen who had read Fauchet’s let- 
ter, wherein he pathetically deplores the failure of 
the Western insurrection by a too early explosion. 
The gentleman says he is not disposed to make 
any concessions; but is it not evident that force 
exists? Does this not invite hostility if we must 
concede? Do we notadmit by this what France 
seeks, and if she obtains one article of the British 
Treaty by threats, may we not expect to hear her 
demand all the other articles by similar means, 
and the repeal of the law of 1794, and all her other 
insulting demands? The gentleman had made 
another extraordinary discovery, that the Presi- 
dent seeks our advice. He denied it. He gives 
us a narrative of the state of the Union, and he 
tells’ us he means to pursue negotiations. He. 
calls you to defend your country against external 
attacks, and be prepared to repel them ; but here 
we work whole days in discussing business that 
does not belong to us; and perhaps in this great 
revolutionary change of Constitution, while we 
are thus employed, the Senate may be doing our 
duty and debating the means of-defence. 
The committee now rose, and had leave to si 

again. : 


Fripay, May 26. fo 


ANSWER TO THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Dent in the Chair,) on the amendment of 
the Answer to the President. 

Mr. Dennis said, being unacquainted with the 
subject in a manner, and newly honored witha 


seat in the House, he thought it most prudent to.” 


observe silence hitherto, and should-still have re- 
mained so, had he not observed the. ground of 
some gentlemen’s arguments, which had roused 
him to a sense of his duty. He, under that im- 
pression, came forward, not merely to examine 
many of the arguments introduced on this occa- ` 
sion, but to show his reasons why he could not 
vote in favor of the amendments now before the 
committee. 

It appeared, from the turn the debate had ta- 
ken, as though the question was, whether Ame- 
rica should enter into a war or not; at least it 
would appear soto persons attending to the de- 
bate. Indeed, he said, he should not be at all 
surprised if at this moment wagon loads of peti- 
tions were on the road from all. quarters to re- 
strain this body from entering into a war with 
the French Republic. Was the question asked ` 
of a person who had not heard it, the answer. 


153 
May. 1797.] 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
Answer to the President’s Speech. 


154 
[H:; or R. 


declare war against the French. 

In the remarks he had to- make, he could not 
flatter himself to be able to. display the talents 
which some gentlemen had done; he must con- 
tent himself with a few desultory observations, 
and endeavor to direct them as much to the point 
as possible. It had been the practice of some 
gentlemen to commence their harangue to the 
House on the impressions under which they came 
into the Government. Notwithstanding some 
observations which had been made on ‘this sub- 
ject by a gentleman, (Mr. Livineston,) though 
a new member, Mr. D. said, it would not be very 
extraordinary if he were to explain his impres- 
sions on first.coming into the House; but he 
should not so take up the time of the committee; 
nor should he follow the other gentleman, (Mr. 
Freeman,) on the subject of federalism. He 
had no former errors to amend nor retractions to 
make; he came forward perfectly untrammelled, 
in which he was different from the gentleman 
who opened the debate, (Mr. Nicnovas,). who 
said he. came forward. animated with zeal. in be- 
half of. the French nation, because of the powerful 
combination ‘she had to. cope with, and which 
‘attempted to rob her of her liberty; also on ac- 
count of the indifference which seemed to per- 
vade this country, not only to the cause of the 
French nation, but to Republicanism in general. 
I once, said Mr. D., had the same impressions; 
I once felt with enthusiasm the cause of the 
French, because her aim, her attempt was liberty. 
I rejoiced in her victories, and felt her troubles; 
so long as her aim was liberty, defending herself 
against aggression, I felt in her behalf; but now, 
in what a situation is she now? . No longer the 
injured, the persecuted, but her victories have 
made her become the aggressor. No longer is 
the cause of freedom her aim, but interest, aggran- 
disement. With her change of conduct, it be- 
comes obligatory for me to change from the ap- 
© probation I formerly felt inher behalf. She now 

comes forward to regulate our concerns; I there- 
fore can no longer espouse her cause, and must 
candidly declare myself perfectly untrammelled 
to any opinions except my own ; not prejudiced in 
favor of any nation but my own, except their con- 
* duct demands that predilection. A greater na- 
tional change scarce ever passed than that lately 
displayed by the French nation. Individuals may 
change from caprice and a thousand passions 
which attack the mind—this is not material; but, 
when we see a great and powerful nation chang- 
` ing—changing, from that glow of enthusiasm 
which has long been borne in the bosoms of 
Americans, what does it evince? It is a pre- 
sumptive evidence that some. great event has 
caused it. I come forward with no attachment 
but to my own Government; I think none so 
good. I will say that America, every thing in 
her, and belonging to her, in every respect, is 
superior to anything in-any other country. This 
may be thought a narrow disposition, but I am 
not sure that to: be more liberal would be to be 
more politically wise. I then come forward, not 


‘must naturally be war; whether. we should now | to vindicate the cause of France or Great Bri- 


tain, nor to.depreciate the one in violating the 
dignities of the other, but only to vindicate our 
own Government, because I think it has acted 
right. It seems curious to observe that, while 
all nations are employed in the admiration of our 
Constitution, our Government, and Administra- 
tion, our own citizens are the only ones who ex- 
press dissatisfaction at its form or its conduct. I 
do not mean to say that all that has been done on 
the part of the Government, has been critically 
right.. I will not deny but it may have omitted 
to do what it ought to have done, or done insome 
cases what had been better let alone; but by the 
great mass of their. transactions, they have as- 
sumed a situation as respectable as that of any 
other nation. The fiery ordeal we had to pass 
through, amidst. conflicting nations, has been as 
successfully encountered by the conduct. we pur- 
sued, as by any other path we could have chosen.: 

I cannot pretend to defend the violations. com- 
mitted by either of the belligerent Powers; they 
have both acted wrong, so much so as to impress: 
the whole world that we cannot depend upon. the 
“ generosity” or “magnanimity” of either. But, 
the question is, have we sufficient cause to resent 
those insults? We all agree that an attempt to 
negotiate will most safely conduct. us out of our, 
present difficulties. : We agree as to the object; 
but the manner to effect that object with honor to 
one nation is the point on which we are divided. 
Anamicable adjustment of our differences, then, 
I take to be the unanimous wish, but, upon what 
terms? Ona former occasion, it will be recol- 
lected that we adjusted a dispute with Great Bri- 
tain by a treaty; an adjustment not inconsistent 
with the honor, advantage, or justice, of the na~ 
tion, but consistent with all. This treaty receiv- 
ed its proper ratification Wẹ every branch of the. 
Government, and, I believe, is become generally 
popular; however, if it might not-have met the 
acquiescence, it has the compliance of every one. 
Notwithstanding what some gentlemen would say 
upon the subject, I cannot believe, but, had not 
the prejudice against the British nation been so 
prevalent, that treaty would have been satisfacto- 
ry to all; but, notwithstanding that, we, have 
done it to our satisfaction, (I mean by a majority 
of the citizens,) although it might not be so in 
the sight of France. She says, by that act we. 
have violated our antecedent treaty with her. 
Now, the question with us is, whether this asser- 
tion has foundation or not? I must say, I believe 
not. It was not a treaty, offensive and defensive, 
we made with her, nor to continue forever. This 
she well knew, else why did she not come forward 
and say to us, you are under obligation to join us. 
against our enemies! No, they knew. the contrar 
ry, and therefore could notexact it. Weare rea- 


dy to prove that none of the articles of the British i 


Treaty does in the least contravene. that with a 
France. Do See 
But, it is observed by some gentlemen, that the. 


article including contraband goods, “that tree e 


ships make free goods,” is just cause of offence. J 
hope gentlemen will not be: alarmed .at-my men- 


< “from the French. How have we suffered it? Be- 


: ness. ? 
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tioning this alleged infraction, because I do not 
mean to enter into them. I think the gentleman 
from-South Carolina (Mr. Smrra) has fully and 
most masterly answered all the arguments of the 
other gentleman (Mr. NicHo.as) on this subject, 
and‘even anticipated all the ideas advanced by 
the other gentlemen on the same point so fully, 
that it would be entirely unnecessary for me to 
enter into the discussion, as I believe it has been 
folly displayed to the satisfaction of the commit- 
tée. I shal] just observe. sir, on that part of the 
article referred to which relates to supplying bel- 
Heten Powers with provisions, on . what has 
fallen from the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Livingston.) He has put this in a very extra- 
ordinary position. Says the gentleman, we should 
have said to Great Britain, there are cases in 
which, by the law of nations, provisions are to 
become contraband. Now, every one knows this ! 
The only doubt which can arise on this occasion 
will arise, not out of the law, but out of the fact. 
We always denied that provisions were liable to 
become contraband unless where one belligerent 
Power had a well-grounded hope to compel ano- 
ther to: peace, or to make a garrison capitulate. 
Where there exists an appearance of this, provis- 
ions, and, I may say, every thing in existence, 
may become contraband. f: depends, then, on 
factsor existing circumstances. Nations some- 
times declare a portin a state of blockade when 
it is not; neutral nations have then a right to ex- 
ercise their judgment on that point. So it was 
when Britain declared the stole French Repub- 
lic in a state of blockade. We denied the fact, 
and'did not consider ourselves bound by that dec- 
laration. But, the gentleman says, if this be the 
law of nations, why did we recognise it? I an- 
swer, he may recollect nations recognising more 
simple facts than this®when against the ‘Taw of 
nations, too. It was recognised to make it more 
plain, for it is more important; if not, not only is 
the vessel taken, but a confiscation of the proper- 
y It might become nugatory and mischievous 
if not mentioned. It will appear, then, that we 
have granted no new right, We have stipulated 
that though these nations may take our provisions 
it shall not be without an ample consideration. 
This was altogether an article of our own, and if 
any nation found fault, it would be more reason- 
able to expect it would be Great Britain. This 
position goes to show that it was our interest, and 
not the particular injury of any nation, that this 
stipulation was made. But it has been said that 
we-suffer our seamen to be impressed on board 
English ships, to the great injury of the French. 
Task,.in what manner have we suffered it? I will 
grant-that the right of complaint is in us; I will 
grant that, if by. euler | or connivance, we had 
suffered it; there would be just ground of alarm 


It is not a surrender merely to say that we will 
not sequestrate, Í 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says, could 
we expect, while we were granting stipulations, 
that free ships should not make free goods, France’ 
would not act upon similar principles? I could’ 
not suppose that France would violate her treaty 
tous merely because it was her interest to do it. 
But here we complain of depredations committed 
upon a right predicated upon this supposition.  [ 
should not argue with any gentleman on the right 
of France toact upon the same principle with us, 
as we by treaty granted to Great Britain the lib- 
erty of doing. 

The amendment now before us strikes me to 
present itself in three points of view, and to each: 
of which I object. First, it ascribes all the mis- 
fortunes, depredations, and calamities; to the 
British Treaty, and exposes it in that view to the 
world. It has been sufficiently demonstrated by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, that if the 
British Treaty had never had existence,the grounds 
of complaint would have been the same, and that 
they have never been abandoned to the present 
time. The French Government informs us that 
those three complaints form but a small part of 
the long catalogue of crimes they can allege to 
our charge, and these, by the amendments we 
seem inclined toacknowledge. They also mention 
our Judicial and Legislative acts, and’ an infin- 
ite variety of others, which they say America has 
practised to her injury 5 and that, until these are 
removed, they will not come to terms of accom- 
modation sand gentlemen here say they will grant 
it without even attempting to contradict the asser- 
tions. They certainly ought to wait the issue of 
negotiation, which the President has promised to. 
pursue. But gentlemen seem to take it for grant- 
ed that the President prevaricates; that he will 
not negotiate, although he has engaged to do it, 
They say the British Treaty is the sole cause of 
the grievance. But the French represent it as 
only one cause, and without the whole is remov- 
ed they will not admit our Minister. We must, 
then, not only nullify the British Treaty, but we 
must instruct our judicial officers to remove their 
part of the grievance. We must permit the 
French to arm in our ports, to fight against na- 
tions with whom we are in amity ; we are to bring: ..: 
war into our cities while our hands are tied; per- 
mit them to sell their prizes in our country, and 
by these means make enemies of those with 
whom we are now at peace, under their imperious 
command. They will take out of our harbors 
their enemies’ ships, because their jurisdiction is 
paramount. We must give orders to all the Al- 
manac printers in the United States to place their 
Minister’s name first among the list of foreign 
Ministers. But I object to the amendment, also, 
upon another ground. It seems to me to create 
unnecessary apologies for the French, and be- 
cause it expresses contradiction in itself. It goes 
further. Itseems studiously to lay the whole 
blame upon our Government; it has followed up 
the blame cast upon us by the French, that we 
have not sent a Minister Extraordinary, with 


-cause a strong. nation took advantage of our weak- 


< Another gentleman, who went copiously into 
the subject, says. that we have surrendered the 
right of sequestration. I do not conceive this 
right when Tam under a moral obligation to doit. 
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proper functions, &c., and, having omitted to do 
this, our Government is chargeable. Many apol- 
ogies have been brought forward by gentlemen 
to: endeavor to clothe this conduct to appear fair ; 
but; notwithstanding their display of oratorical 
ability on this point, I am not convinced. I only 
appeal! to the feelings of this House on the rejec- 
tion of our Minister. Gentlemen in general say 
that we ought not to go to war; that we ought 
rather to suffer indignity. If they had stopped 
here, if indignity had been all, and our dearest 
rights had not been involved, I should have found 
no difficulty in agreeing with them. With them, 
I will say that I am not for war. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. FREE- 
MAN) has read a passage from Vattel to prove 
that they have only exercised their right, and he 
has said that Republics, in particular, have a 
right to send away foreign Ministers when they 
have nothing for them to do. But can the gen- 
tleman put his finger upon the place in the law 
of nations, or good manners, where any nation 
has rejected. a foreign Minister without giving 
him an audience—refused a passport out of the 
State, and even thereafter, put him under the ju- 
risdiction of the civillaws? Task the gentleman, 
on this occasion, for I am.at a loss to know, what 
could be the reason? Has Mr. Pinckney departed 
from his instructions? Gentlemen seem to talk 
about sending an extraordinary Minister to France. 
I am for it-too. But what have we to do with 
that? It is better becoming us to leave that 
to the President. He may send Mr. Pinckney, 
with extraordinary powers, or any other Minister, 
but this will not'satisfy the etiquette of the French. 
Their demands seem of such a mongrel kind that 
it is difficult to conceive them. I know no other 
way, from the least idea J have of their demands, 
than to call Mr. Pinckney on this side of the At- 
lantic, giving- him. the same power as before, 
but call him a Minister Extraordinary. This 
word.“ extraordinary” is a very extraordinary one 
indeed. This is an extraordinary enacting of 
Congress, on an extraordinary occasion, to send a 
Minister Extraordinary, and we, all this while, 
are, in a most extraordinary manner, exercising 
the powers in our intended directions to the Pre- 
sident. f 

It is an opinion, sir, that, by offering to the 
French the same footing on which Great Britain is 
put by the treaty, they will abandonall their ground 
of complaint. Now, can this be supposed, when 
they say they have a “community of privileges?” 
That they claim, if we have granted privileges to 
Great Britain, they have a right to the same ; 
therefore, what they can and will take as a mat- 
ter of right, can be no grievance in our not grant- 
ing it freely. But the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia thinks they recede from some ground of com- 
plaint; but what particular ground? Should we 
go to them and give upall into their hands with 
submission, and not say they have done- wrong, 
and ask redress? Surely, we ought to do it, else 
where is our neutrality. me 

But the third-which I mentioned is still more 
objectionable, because it is. interfering with the 


Executive powers. I will not contend, though I 
do not doubt, that it is a violation of the Consti- 
tution, but confine it merely to the ground of pru- 
dence. What are we attempting todo? Why, 
to prove that there is not that unanimity in the 
Government which it has been supposed. It is 
to prove to the world that this body cannot trust 
the Executive with the power of negotiation, al- 
though he has declared he means to prosecute ne- 
gotiation ; yet gentlemen seem inclined not to be- 
lieve him. They will say that he is about to in- 
volve the country ina war, and not prosecute any 
amicable adjustment with the French. If this is 
not evident, from the amendment, I am at a loss ` 
to know what is; and if not, from it, the ob- 
servations of gentlemen prove the assertion. 

According to an observation made, the Govern- 
ment is like a clock; that, if part does not do its 
duty, the other part will compel it. What does 
this evince? That if the President means hos- 
tility, the House will prevent it; that the House 
of Representatives take it for granted that the 
President has done wrong; that, contrary to his 
own inclination to do us justice, they will compel 
him ; that the Representatives of the people being 
in favor of the French, and taking their part, 
will not regard their plunders and violation of 
right. While they say we are right, the French 
say, we will not regard the other parts; we will 
ro in cur demands, while they are on our 
side. 

Another gentleman from Pennsylvania says 
that he thinks the President waits for instruc- 
tions from us. So, then, thé President and Sen- 
ate have not wisdom enough! Although I have 
heard of the House of Representatives monopo- 
lizing ail the power, I never heard that they ever 
possessed all the wisdom of the three branches. 

Bot it is asked, may wé not express our opin- 
ions upon this occasion? I think we may as in- 
dividuals, but not as a body; but if a body, not in 
this obligatory kind of manner. 

There is another amendment which is not taken 
so much notice of as others. Ihave said the argu- 
ments of gentlemen seem to be predicated upon a 
supposition that the question is a declaration of 
war. It is easy to conceive that the greater part 
of the observations has been distant from the sub- 
ject; and, while going on this, they might have 
talked forever, and not been nearer to a decision. 
Like a writer I have seen, who says, “where the 
tongue is let loose, in the frenzy of passion, itis 
the man, and not the subject, that is exhausted.” 
I have heard but one opinion on this subject—I 
have heard war deprecated from every part of this 
House. No man is willing to go to war.. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has asked if we would 
like to be taxed 2 whether the people would like 
to be plunged into an unnecessary war? Ido not 
think the people would like taxes, and'as much 
disapprove of war, and abominate an unnecessary 
one. We all -want peace, but we differ about the 
means to preserve it. I believe the best way to: 
preserve it is to. let the Executive goon ‘in its own 
way, in the act of negotiation, while we: prepare 
means of defending our country; ‘that, while we 
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are. not willing to accede to any act of offence, we. 
will prepare the most effectual means of defence. 
Task, is there any reason to expect war? Ibe- 
lieve not. But gentlemen say it is probable; it 
may be. I do not confide in any extraordinary 
negotiation ; but, though I do not think it will be 
effectual, I am still willing to try it. My princi- 
pal hopes centre in a change in the spirit and Le- 
gislature of the French Government. When they 
come to reflect. on the indignities committed to- 
wards our Minister, and those of thirteen other 
nations, whom they have expelled, they will re- 
call what they have done, and not from negotia- 
tion, nor our determination to defend our rights 
and honor. 

I have been sorry to witness so much passion 
and partiality shown on both sides of the ques- 
tion. We did not come here to advocate the part 
of France or of Great Britain. It will be time 
enough to talk of that if a more ripe part of the 
subject should be presented. If gentlemen had 
not introduced the extensive arguments they 
have, and to no purpose, we should have been 
through the question before now. 

Ishall again mention that I am for providing a 
suitable defence, although I should not be willing 
to leave this city until the House had paid proper 
attention to the military, and put us on ground 
of defence. But in my measures with the French 
Republic, (would. be for moderation, not only in 
words, but in action, which speaks louder, and not 
indulge that frenzy on either side which must 
naturally be attended with unpleasant effects. 
On the whole, I must express my disapprobation 
of the amendments. f 

_Mr, Suwatt claimed the indulgence of the 
committee for some observations, in which he 
should be as brief as possible on this interesting 
occasion. He had said interesting, without hav- 
ing in his mind the estimate of it which some 
gentlemen had expressed. He did not consider 
that the fate of the United States, as to peace or 
war with the French Republic, depended in any 
degree upon the present deliberation. He thought 
the present. question, however, sufficiently inte- 
resting, when he considered that the determina- 
tion of it would go far to show the disposition of 
the House of Representatives as to a provision 
for the defence of their country, when in actual 
danger from a foreign Power. He observed this 
extraordinary session of Congress to be occa- 
sioned by the dangers which threaten the United 
States on the side of France. The President 
had. informed them that in consequence. of the 
complaints of that Republic, and their outrageous 
depredations on the property of good citizens, a 
respectable Ambassador had been sent to them; 
that the object of his mission, as expressed in his 
letters of credence, had been’“to maintain that 
good understanding, which, from the commence- 
ment of the alliance, had subsisted between the two 
nations; to efface unfavorable impressions; ban- 
ish suspicions, and restore that cordiality which 
was at once the evidence and pledge of a friendly 
union;” and: his instructions were to the same 
effect“ faithfully to represent the disposition of 


the Government and the. people of the United 
States, their disposition being one; to remove jea- 
lousies, and obviate complaints, by showing that 
they were groundless; to restore that. mutual. 
confidence which has been so unfortunately and 
injuriously impaired, and to explain the relative 
interests of both countries, and the real sentiments 
of his own.” 

Yet this peaceable messenger has been rejected 
without a hearing; has been threatened and in- 
sulted, and has taken.refuge in another country. 
The complaints of France have been long heard 
and understood; they have been answered by the 
Department of State of the United States, and 
the answer remains without reply; but she goes 
on with her depredations, and at length she has 
recalled her Minister, and driven away ours. Her 
open violation of the right of a neutral nation, 
not only secured to us by the common principles 
of the law of nations, but also by a solemn-treaty, 
which France claims to hold in force against us, 
and the contemptuous dismission of our Minister, 
evince a hostile disposition on her part, and that 
our danger is imminent. Ata moment like this, 
to find in this committee, among the immediate 
Representatives of the people, the advocates of 
the French, condemning. the Government of the 
United States, and acquitting the French Govern- 
ment, or palliating and excusing those violences 
and insults, of which. the. circumstances are. too 
prominent to be disguised, this. will.be proving to 
them and to the world, that we deserve the cha- 
racter of us which is.said.to be. prevailing. in 
France, and which too probably has encouraged 
their attack upon us; that we are indeed. torn 
with factions, and that there isa division between 
the Government and the. people of the United 
States. To him it appeared that a former. tran- 
saction, rather than the. business before the com- 
mittee, had produced this debate. Those. who 
were once opposed to the carrying into effect the 
British Treaty, arm themselves as renewing that 
subject, and lighten up the yet unextinguished 
fires of that transaction. . 

If anything can prevent the open hostility 
which is now feared to be approaching, or can 
assure the United States of a complete defence, it’ 
must be the unanimity of their councils, and. the 
mutual and unabating confidence between -the 
Government and the people. 

Three of the gentlemen who have advocated 
the amendment, have gone into very labored argu- 
ments to prove that the complaints made by 
France against the United States ought first to 
be remedied, and they urge upon this House im- 
mediately to condemn the Government of the 
United States, and to acquit France. 

This proneness to condemn on the one side, 
and this anxiety to excuse on the other, would, in 
the transactions of common life, mark the conduct 
of an enemy, and not of a friend—not even of an 
impartial judge. Indeed, if they had made good 
the charges upon which the condemnation. is 
to be brought, they might be excused. for their 
sincerity, whatever might be concluded of their 
patriotism ; but when the charges are inconsist- 
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ent, unfounded, and unjust, we are at-a loss to 


say what-are the motives of their conduct. It-is 
far from being clear upon what grounds the Gov- 
ernment of the Unitet States is.to stand eon- 
victed and self-condemned before the Directory 
of France; and the. gentlemen. who advocate 
their proceedings differ from each other as to the 
principles upon which they so readily condemn 
the Government of their own country. The 
gentleman from New York selects from among 
the French complaints, three charges, which he 
conceives to. be entirely supported upon certain 
principles of the law of nations, and to admit of 
no excuse. The gentleman joins him in con- 
demning the Government, but denies the princi- 
ples: upon which the gentleman from New York 
had proceeded, and has never conceived them to 
bea part of the. law of nations: Another gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, with that caution and 
argument which: distinguishes him, relies upon 
one only ofthe three charges, and upon this he 
thinks the Government would have been excusa- 
ble, if there had been any necessity for a cor- 
mercial. treaty with Great. Britain.. He -would 
proceed: toa more particular examination of the 
three.charges, but would first observe, that when 
the gentleman from New York could select only 
: three of the: many complaints of the French 
-Republic.as deserving attention, and had rejected 
all the. others, though urged by them with equal 
seriousness and determination, it might naturally 
have occurred to him that these charges did not 
exhibit the real dangers of the French; that the 
real question between them and us, was not 
owhether we had forfeited our neutrality by the 
articles of the British ‘Treaty, of which she com- 
-plains, any more than whether we had done her 
an injury by our law of 1794, or respecting the 
Consular convention, or any other instance of 
her: numerous complaints, but the question is, 
whether the United States shall. be involved and 
made a party with -her in the European war, or 
whether our rights asa neutral nation shall be 
submitted to. her, and we should violate, in con- 
formity to her wishes, our treaty with Great Bri- 
tain?. In his opinion, it was that treaty which 
had. excited the complaints of the French, but 
not as applied to any particular article of it. No, 
it was. the treaty itself; and because the United 
States had thereby forfeited their neutral ground, 
and become more able.to baffle the insidious de- 
signs of France for involving us in the European 
war. He would submit it to the committee, and 
to their own recollection, whether, from the 
coming of Mr. Genet, the French: have not been 
incessantly endeavoring to drive us from our neu- 
trality, and. to engage us in the projects of war? 
Even the gentleman from. Virginia, who so 
warmly advocates: the French complaints, ac- 
knowledges this; but. if it were not acknow- 
ledged; it would-be impossible to-resist the evi- 
dence: which exists at this moment. - cae 

` He conceived the charges to be examined were 
immaterial ito the present question. He -~had 
thought that an. Address. to the: President, in an- 
: swer to his patriotic and animating Speech; might 

5th Con—6 : ; 


‘tions; and he mentioned Great Britain as acqui- 
4 escing in that convention. ` Bat in this hè was. oo 
Great 


have rested upon the love of our country which 
must exist in the House of Representatives; that 
it would have been given spontaneously, and: with 
one voice, showing that we were aware `of the 
dangers which threaten us, and. we thought only 
of the necessary defence. Hi ; 

Notwithstanding his opinion that the charges 
were irrelevant to the present question ; yet, as 
they had been brought into view, they ought not 
now to be dismissed without an answer. 

The first charge is, that by the article of the 
British Treaty the principle is admitted that free 
ships do not make free goods ; and the gentleman 
from New York says that there is no ameliora- 
tion of the effect of this principle, and that it is a 
surrender of our neutral rights; and hé will have 
it that, by the law of nations, free ships make free 
goods, and defies the contrary to be shown. If 
there should be an examination of books of ac- 
knowledged authority in the purview of the law 
of nations, their decision would undoubtedly be 
against him. . The law of nations may be consi- 
dered in its origin as the law of nature, deter- 
mined by the reason and common consent: of’ 
mankind, and applied to the conduct of nations, 
who are to each other as individuals in a state of 
nature. If such a state may be supposed, thein- 
dividuals in it are governed by their own natural 
reason and sympathy; and being without. an 
common arbiter or judge, if an injury bappens, it 
is revenged by force. And so among nations— 
injuries produce a state of war.. Then each party 
in the war aims at conquest, for the purposes of. 
securing dominion, by. lessening the means and 
power, or by the destruction of its adversary 
Hence is argued the right-of every nation at w: 
to possess itself of the goods and persons of the 
nation which has become an enemy. If. we can 
suppose that one nation prosecuting hostilities 
against another has a right to destroy’ the persons 
of their enemy, we may readily allow the right 
of seizing their property, thereby to deprive them. 
of the means of defence, and to reduce their 
power. . If this may be considered as the general 
principle, it is for the gentleman to show the 
limitation and exception which he contends for, 
and to show some custom, convention, or rule, by 
which a neutral nation is allowed to protect the 
property of a nation at war from the rights of 
hostility and the power of its enemy, The armed 
neutrality is produced as a convention having 
that effect; and it is granted that, with regard to. 
the nations who were parties to that convention, 
a different principle was thereby established, and 
became obligatory upon them; but it could not 
become the law to those nations who refused their 
consent and would not submit to itio 002 ey 

This is also an answer to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who relied. altogether: upon the 
armed neutrality. as: constituting the law of na: | 


mistaken, as between the United States and 
Britain: then the law of nations, is. particu- 
Jar, must be understood. to. have been that fre 
ships do not make free goods; -and,as a belligers = 
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ent Power has a right to. seize the goods of its 
enemy. wherever found, a neutral vessel cannot 
protect them, unless by force of some treaty to 
that effect.. Indeed, the law was formerly carried 
to.a much greater extent; fora neutral vessel, 
‘found in the possession of an.enemy’s goods, was 
formerly, considered: as infected, and was con- 
demned, as wellas the enemy’s property on board. 
But the principle has been modified in this re- 
spect, and now it is argued that the enemy’s pro- 
-perty shall be prize, and that the neutral vessel 
‘shall go free. 

Taking it then to be the law of nations, as far 

as it is generally established, that free ships do 
not make free goods, this article of the British 
Treaty affords to France. no just cause of com- 
plaint. The value of the contrary principle to 
the. commerce of the United States leaves no 
room to doubt the intents of their desire and en- 
‘deavors to obtain it as an article of their Com- 
mercial Treaty with Great Britain. If their at- 
tempts were ineffectual, it would not be contended 
that the treaty ought to have been refused, or the 
hazard of war incurred for the sake of this prin- 
ciple. He observed, that the gentleman from 
Virginia had admitted the Jaw’ of nations to be as 
stated by Vattel, and as now argued. But, says 
‘the gentlemen, though the principle is well estab- 
lished, yet the application of it is wrong; for, 
although an enemy’s goods may be liable, yet it 
isa violation of a neutral right to enter a neutral 
vessel for the purposes of search or seizure. But 
the gentleman having admitted the principle, 
‘must yield also what is necessarily connected 
with it. 
«Phe gentleman from New York argued that, 
admitting it to be the law of nations, the United 
States should not have agreed to the list estab- 
lishing it, because unnecessary, and it is made 
without any amelioration of the subjects. To 
this he answered, that there is something favora- 
ble to the United States in that stipulation. Ifa 
vessel is taken or captured on just suspicion of 
having on board enemy’s property, or of carrying 
to the enemy any of the articles which are con- 
traband of war, the vessel is to be carried to the 
nearest port, and, after the case is decided, the 
vessel shall be liberated to proceed on her voyage. 
Besides, it has been long usual to introduce a 
stipulation to this effect, in commercial treaties, 
probably with some reference to what has been 
‘mentioned, as having been the most ancient rule 
inthe case, and thereby to provide for the resto- 
ration of the neutral vessels and goods, which are 
not to be esteemed to be infected, or rendered 
liable to confiscation by the enemy’s property 
found with them. i 

There remains another charge brought against 
the United States, and whieh is represented to be 
ofa very -heinous- nature, indeed. The gentleman, 
from-Virginia had spoken of it as a stain in the 
atinals of American history, which nothing can 
obliterate, It is said to be ‘not only a stipulation 
unfavorable tó France, but that we had contrived 
amean pecuniary advantage to- ourselves from a 
sacrifice of out interests. ~~ i ; 


x 


To this he observed, that, if it is the existing’ 
law of nations that an hostile nation has the right 
of reducing its enemy, by preventing neutrals 
from carrying provisions into a blockaded ‘port, - 
then this article has given an advantage to the 
commerce of the United: States, and is therefore 
favorable to the French nation. The risks of a. 
voyage, in which supplies of that kind are under- 
taken to be carried, are materially lessened: by 
this article. There ean be no doubt that, in the 
case of a blockaded or invested port, provisions are 
liable to seizure ; but, when our vessels are taken 
going to such place, the full value of the ‘provi- 
sions, with a reasonable profit, freight, and dam- 
agé, is to be paid. This, then, is an heinous 
offence, the. disgrace of our country; which the 
gentleman endeavors to establish. He had argued 


that this article necessarily admits the practice of 


the English, which they claimed to maintain by 
the law of nations, and had pursued against the 
United States, but which they had never ceased 
to complain against—that is, the assumed ‘right 
of forbidding the carriage of provisions to a large 
extent of territory, under pretence of some gené- 
ral invasion, or of the particular nature of the 
war, in which it was their design to reduce their 
enemy by famine; and this the gentleman from- 


Virginia included, from‘a supposition that the case: -4 


of blockade or investment is provided for by ano- 
ther article in a distinct manner from this. 
there is no distinct provision of this kind’; and 


what is said of vessels which happen to sail for a’ i 


port belonging to an enemy, without knowin 
that the same is besieged, blockaded, or invested, 
connects itself with the former part of the same. 
article, and may be rather understood to limit the’. | 
intention of the whole article, than to give a lar- 
ger extent to the former part. It is plain, how- 
ever, that the whole article supposes ‘no other case 
than what arises under the existing law of nations, 
which, in the cases provided for by this article, 
was not precisely agreed to; and it is not denied 
that, under the practice of the English, not only 
the United States, but Denmark and other neu- ~ 
tral nations had complained. And even’ in’ this: 
view it is justifiable, as tending to lessen the evil, 
to encourage the commerce of provisions, and to 
avoid a war with Great Britain, which the severe 
exercise of her claim might excite; what, in the: 
existing law of nations, must, in any case of cap- 
ture, be determined by the courts of law having 
a maritime jurisdiction, and as the English prac- 
tice of seizing provisions in the extensive manner 
contended for by them had never been before al- 
lowed, as it is not allowed by this act. 

The letter of Mr. Pinckney on this subject, and 
which has been so triumphantly quoted as deter- 
mining the law, does not deny the right of stop- 
ping provisions from going to a blockaded port, = 
but denies the construction by which the English © 
had endeavored to maintain their novel and un- 
justifiable practices; and itis of this Mr. Pinek- 
ney complains.. a wet 

These complaints may be also fairly answered 
together by observing that if there had-never been 
a treaty with Great Britain, and she had main- 
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tained the same conduct towards us as the treaty 
authorizes respecting nations with whom she is 
at.-war, the.depredation to France would have 
been the same, and the only alternative to us 
must-have been war, or a submission to the-cen- 
struction by Great Britain of the law of nations, 
and from which her. superior force prevents an 
appeal. As to the increase of the list of articles 
deemed contraband of war, it was no violation of 
neutrality, even determining by the Convention 
of the Armed Neutrality. Here the evidence 
from that convention concludes against those 
who would establish this complaint. It ought to 
be understood that the declaration of the King of 
Denmark, making a part_of that convention, re- 
lies upon his treaty with Great Britain, and which 
expresses and makes contraband the same lists 
which are enumerated in. her treaty. with the 
` United States. 

If there is a-necessity of yielding to France, 
and giving up principles which are just and honor- 
able for us to maintain, let it be done in the mode 
pointed out by the Constitution—by the means of 
discussion. between the Minister of the Executive 
and the. Directory of France. He thought ita 
matter.of great importance to the United States 
that we should preserve those articles in our 
treaty with France, which, give freedom to our 
commerce in time of wat, and which: limit the 
articles of contraband. To suspend our advan- 
tages during the present war in compliance with 
France, if.she. requires it, would be better than a 
total relinquishment. The. close of this war may 
give, an. opportunity of discussing this. subject 
more successfully. than it could be done at this 
time. Perhaps the United States may. obtain 
even from Great Britain to consider and agree to 
make goods free on board of free ships in all cases 
but. those of actual blockade and investment; we 
may obtain from her to limit the articles of con- 
traband. . If it can be done, it is needless to say 
that our commerce will be. greatly benefited, and 
in the periods of European war will very much 
` inerease. In any view, he asked, why surrender 
this part of the treaty with France without a re- 
ciprocal stipulation as to some articles which are 
disadvantageous to the United States? Why is 
this to be done out of the ordinary course, and by 
the direction of the House of Representatives, 
without the concurrence of the other departments 
of the Government? He here anticipated an ar- 
gument which he had intended to offer in another 
place, and proceeded to show that the House 
could have no reason to hesitate in giving their 
confidence to the Executive, for there had been 
no remissness of endeavors for entering into a ne- 
gotiation with France; on the contrary, it would 
appear from the highest authority that attempts 
had- been made to negotiate, and that the negotia- 
tion had been directed to the very object of our 
present concern; and. had. there been on the part 
of France a disposition: to accommodate, they 

might long have had satisfaction upon all the 
iaints.. which any of the committee have 
erving of consideration. He then: read. 


. Pickering’s. letter to. Mr. Adet, dated 


June 30, 1795, several passages to prove the eager- 


ness which the Executive then discovered to Mr. 


Adet for a negotiation with France; and having 
contrasted the conduct of the. Executive of the 
United States, in overlooking Mr. Adet’s. want of 
formal powers; with the conduct of the French 
Directory, who were supposed by their advocates 
to have driven Mr. Pinckney from France be- 
cause he had not the character of a special En- 
voy, he proceeded to read some passages froma 
letter of Mr. Adet, stating objections to the Bri- 
tish Treaty, and the reply of the Secretary in July 
1796; and. upon these he argued the eagerness of 
the Executive of the United States to give France 
satisfaction on the subject of those complaints 
which: Mr. Adet had offered as objections to the 
British Treaty. In fact, he was ready to allow 
that the advantages supposed to be secured to our 
commerce by the treaty with France, but which, in 
fact, we had never enjoyed, as France had in- 
stantly and openly. violated the treaty in this.re- 
spect, could not be retained unless all nations 
would submit to the same rule, or unless neutral 
nations should arm themselves in support of the 
rights of their neutrality; but, with the United 
States, the commercial advantages. to be obtained 
would never compensate for the hazard and expense 
of arming. To concede these articles of the French 
Treaty, during the period of the present war, was 
a matter of no importance; but to retain them as 
a subject for discussion when peace should ensue, 
and with a view to their. being generally adopted, 
appeared to him to be very important. To.make 
the concession, as proposed by the amendment, 
was at once to lose our hopes of an equitable. ar- 
rangement, which might prove so advantageous 
to the commerce of neutral nations. Suppose, 
said he, that the amendment before the committee 
is agreed to, and an Envoy Extraordinary is sent 
to Paris, carrying with him, not as concealed in- 
structions, but openly, this direction of the House 
of Representatives to the Executive of the United. 
States, what will the Executive Directory say ? 
“Your Representatives have conceded to France 
this article of your treaty, and are desirous we 
should have a right to inflict upon you all the 
losses which you suffer at the hands of our Envoy.” 
If this Envoy talked of entering into stipulations, 
they would tell him he had nothing to argue: 
“You have your instructionsfrom the Representa- 
tives of the people—look to them.” It would be 
in vain. for him to urge his instructions from the 
President. They would answer him, “We know 
your Government; your Executive is separate 
from the people; it is an idea we have along 
time. entertained ; now you see it verified. The 
House of Representatives, the immediate Repre- 
sentatives of the people, declare the fact.” gri 
I have endeavored to come to this conclusion, 
for, after all the violations of our neutrality, the | 
depredations and spoliations on our commerce: by 
both France and England have little todo wit 
the question before us, © © o Co a0 OS 
The question is, whether we will agree to: 
an Address as will show. our-disposition to defend. ~~ 
our country in case peace cannot be maintained.: 


167 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


168 


H. or R.] 


Answer to the Presidents, Speech. 


{Mavy, 1797. 


with Francet . Whether the United States:shall 
haye peace: or war with the French Republic, 
was, in his: opinion, to depend upon events over 
which we have no control. 

The French are not pointing their measures 
against the United States in particular, but they 
mean to compel all other neutral nations to aban- 
don the British commerce. To this end they 
have coerced the Republic of Genoa. Their in- 
fluence has been more direct still upon Geneva, 
whose Government they have overturned without 
any open war; they have annihilated the inde- 
pendence of the Dutch, and they lead as in strings 
the humbled Monarch of Spain. It is not the 
United States alone that is threatened: Denmark, 
Hamburg, and Bremen, have heard the mandates 
of the French Directory, and are required to with- 
hold from any commerce with England. It de- 
pends, then, upon the power which France may 

ave to execute these intentions whether the 
United States shall be alike coerced. 

_ Looking upon this country as involved in the 
‘general designs of France, we should provide for 
our defence before she shall suddenly overwhelm 
‘us, annihilate our Government, and reduce us 
‘again to the abject state of Colonies. If this can- 
not be done, we must abide the misery which we 
cannot avoid. Let us have it to say that we were 
-not negligent in providing against the evil; that 
‘out nation did not meet its fate without a strug- 
parana that we did not at once join with France 
In producing the misfortunes of our country. Let 
‘us have it to say that we have fortified our har- 
‘bors; that we animated our militia, and armed 
our shipping; but, after all, that we were forced 
to submit to events we could not control. 

o He believed that we had resources in ourselves, 
‘and that we should obtain the aid of foreign na- 


present crisis by our own exertions, we shall be 
more secure hereafter, we shall have less confi- 
dence in the kindness of France, and we shall be- 
come more secure, as we are convinced that our 
happiness depends alone upon ourselves, upon the 
love of our country, and the support of the Con- 
stitution, and a disposition to defend it against all 
encroachments from foreign influence or domestic 
faction. ` 

If the Aadress to the President is viewed in 
this interesting light, we cannot hesitate to réject 
the amendments ; we cannot hesitate to leave it 
to the proper constituted authorities to make the 
compromise, which we all desire with the French 
Republic. 

He had been surprised to hear it said that the 
President’s Speech was a declaration of war. 
Nothing can be more contrary to the truth. In 
what part is the sound of war? Is a recommen- ‘ 
dation to arm in our own defence a declaration of 
war? Is it a declaration of war to say we will 
defend our Government and ourselves?” It might 
he understood that Americans are attached: to 
their own institutions, and will defend them’ to 
the last. 

The means of this defence recommended by 
the President are not now under consideration. 
There is no choice of measures in the report of 
the Select Committee ; there is nothing intimated 
that implies such an idea. He understood the 
reported Address merely to express that we will 
undertake the defence of the country. — If the sub- 
ject had been thus considered, we had been spared 
from hearing accusations of the Executive, and a 
debate to settle the articles of a treaty. We 
ought to leave that business to the proper envoys, 
and attend to the necessary public defence, which, 
instead of plunging us into hostilities, is the best. 
mode of avoiding them. A country well pre- 
pared for its defence is not likely to be attacked.. 
Are these counsels of war? No, they are coun- 
sels of peace. He then read the principal pas- 
sages of the Address, observing upon their pro- 
priety to the occasion, the necessity of declaring 
the indignation which every one must feel at the 
insults offered by the French Directory to the 
Government, and, as it ought to be understood, 
i through them to the people of the United States, 
and upon the call we now had to vindicate, by a 
public declaration, the conduct of the Govern- 


nt rt 


ment in maintaining their neutrality, which he | 
himself was, of opinion had been. perfectly im- 
| partial, and from which no one would accuse 
| them of an intentional departure; and observed 
| that the words of the Address which had been 


under the influence of France. He would attri- 

> bute observations and arguments unaccountable 

him to:that sentiment of gratitude to. France 
-of-which so: much has been said. oooi 

“oo He thought if 


if we could relieve ourselves in the 


; prepare against an unfavorable 
event, our principa 
the public defence. 


a Saeparp followed on the same side. Mr. 
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Mr. Finpuey followed Mr. Sewauu in favor of | strictly relative to the question on the amendment 
the amendment, and the sitting was closed by | now under consideration. 
some additional observations of Mr. Oris, ånd | > [Mr. H. here observed, that he should go a lit- 
some remarks upon them by Mr. Nicnouas. | tle out of his way, in order to notice and refute 
some positions laid down by gentlemen in favor 
Saturpay, May 27 | of the amendment, which, though wholly irrele- 
. a PEAY es vant to the present question, would have a ten- 
Two other members, to wit: from Kentucky, | deney, if allowed to pass uncontradicted, to ren- 
Tuomas T. Davis; and from Massachusetts, der the people discontented with the Government. 
Tompson J. Sxinner, appeared, produced their | Having concluded his remarks upon this subject, 
eredentials, and took their seats. | he proceeded thus :] 
ANSWER TO PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. | The scope and object of this amendment is to 
The House again went into a Committee of | ecommend it to the President, to offer certain 


the Whole on the Answer reported to the Presi- | CONCessions to France, in the negotiations which 
dents: Address; when, Mr. Nicuotas’s amend- he has declared it his intention to commence. 
ment being under consideration, Mr. BAYARD | k e e o aee ondemioad to relate to the 
opened the debate against the amendment. Mr. | ist of contraband, watch is more extensive, as 
Ror- | Stated by the British Treaty, than in that with 

| France; and to the right of taking enemies goods 
out of neutral ships, which Britain enjoys, and 
France, by her treaty with us, has given up. In 
these two points it is the scope and object of the 
amendment to recommend that the two nations 
should be placed on the same footing. Hence the 
amendment is to be considered under two points 
of view; first, the recommendation itself; and 
secondly, the thing recommended. 
As to the recommendation itself, I ask, is it 
Constitutional? is it useful? is it politic? 0; 
With respect to its constitutionality, everybody. 
knows that the power of negotiation is given wholly 
tothe President by the Constitution, and that of 
making treaties to the President and Senate. Can 
the House of Representatives control or direct 
that power? Can it instruct the President in 
matters which the Constitution has entrusted 
solely and exclusively to his judgment ? Shall it 
undertake to instruct him? will he be bound to 
obey those instructions? Should he think fit to 
pursue a different course, will the House be jus- 
tified by the Constitution and their duty in with- 
holding supplies, and in leaving the country 
without defence? Do gentlemen foresee the di- 
lemma which they are preparing for themselves 
and for the House; a dilemma in which they 
must choose between pride and duty, between 
supporting the Executive in measures adopted 
ANSWER TO PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. against their advice, and leaving the country de- 
The House again formed itself into a Com- | fenceless, at the mercy of all who may choose to 
mittee of the Whole on the Answer reported to | assail it? What possible effect can this interfer- 
the President’s Speech, and Mr. Nicwoxas’s | ence have, but to lay the foundations of a schism 


LEDGE also again occupied the attention of the 
committee against the amendment, and in the 
course of his observations having noticed some 
remarks of Mr. Swanwick, he was replied to by 
him. Mr. Smira next occupied the floor in be- 
half of the amendment; afterwards Mr. Dana, 
who was opposed to the former part of it, which 
related to ie rejection of our Minister, but in 
favor of that part which had reference to the pla- 
sara France on the footing of other countries 
with respect'to treaties, and with some small ex- 
ceptions to the other parts. Mr. Dana having 
finished his observations, and it being the usual 
hour of adjournment, there seemed to be a pretty 
. general wish to take the question, the call for it 
being very loud; when Mr. Harper rose, and 
wished to deliver his sentiments on the occa- 
sion. After he had spoken about half an hour, 
in opposition to the amendment, Mr. Oris in- 
formed the committee that he was sorry to say 
that the Speaker was indisposed, and suggested 
the propriety of the committee’s rising, that the 
House might adjourn.. 

The motion was immediately put and carried, 
and the House adjourned. 


Monpay, May 29. 


amendment being under consideration— between the different departments of Govern- 
Mr. Harper resumed his observations against | ment ? a oe 
the amendment, as follows: But admitting such a recommendation to be 


Mr. Chairman, at the time the interruption | conformable to the Constitution, in what is. it 
took place on Saturday, by the unfortunate in-| useful? Is it to dispose the Executive to treat? 
disposition of the Speaker, I had drawn near to | If so, it is useless, for he already has that disposi- 
the close of those observations, with which, at | tion,and has strongly deciared it in his Speech to 
that time, I intended to trouble the committee. | both Houses. He has declared itas his resolution 
I shall now resume, as nearly as possible, the | “to institute a fresh attempt at negotiation, and” 
same train of remarks, and bring them to a con-|to promote and accelerate an accommodation, 
clusion as speedily as possible. As more time, | provided one can be made on terms compatible- 


however, is now afforded to me, I will take a | with the rights, duties, interests, and honor of the 
range somewhat more extensive than I had pre- nation.” He has declared. that, if we have com- ee 
seribed to myself on the former day, endeav- | mitted “errors, and these can be demonstrated; we ~ 


oring, at the same time, to avoid everything not | shall be willing to correct them. If, we have 
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done injuries, we shall be willing, on conviction, 
to redress them.” Can there bea spirit more con- 
ciliatory ; or would gentlemen wish to see the ne- 
gotiations conducted on other principles 2 

` Isit to give information to the Executive, to 
point out the course which the public good re- 
quires to be taken? But do gentlemen imagine 
that the Executive is ignorant of the public in- 
terest, or less acquainted with it than the House 2 
Is it not notorious that bodies of this kind are al- 
ways unfit for negotiation? Have not the people 
declared it, by placing that power in the hands of 
the President? Can gentlemen suppose that the 
House possesses, or can possess, all the informa- 
tion necessary, in forming an opinion about what 
ought to be given, and what ought to be required, 
in a negotiation with another nation? Can the 
House foresee all that may happen, to render this 
offer inexpedient, or useless, or unnecessary, to 
justify other offers, or to make demands necessa- 
ry, instead of offers of any kind? What will 
become of the power of negotiation in the Ex- 
ecutive, if the House is first to instruct him, and 
afterwards to censure him ? 

< Some gentlemen have seemed to think that 
this amendment would 


{ nis 4 ] i showing, 
it is answered, that, in making this offer, all the 


gentlemen—we have seen him surrounded with 
applause, with gratitude, and with thanks, from 
every quarter of the Union; we have seen the 
wisdom and firmness of his administration made 
one very principal ground of these thanks and 
applauses; and even in.a former House of 
Representatives, where the principles of these 
gentlemen did so greatly preponderate, when they 
moved to strike out of an address to this ‘great 
man a clause expressly approving his administra- 
tion, as wise, firm, and greatly beneficial to his 
country, the motion was overruled by a very large 
majority ; and when the address itself, containing 
this obnoxious clause, was put to the vote, it 
passed with only twelve nays. Yet gentlemen 
talk to us, as if they were the standard by which 
the people would measure the conduct of Gov- 
ernment! Sir, the people are not truly estimated 
by those gentlemen. They are not the blind, ig- 
norant herd which those gentlemen take them to 
be. They will do in future what they have al- 
ways done heretofore—they will judge of the 
measures of Government by the measures them- 
selves, and by the just confidence which they 
have long placed in: those whom they have ap- 
pointed to administer it; not by the opinions or 
invectives of this or that set of men, either on 
this floor or out of doors, Gentlemen ought to 
be admonished, by the frequent and always unsue- 
cessful appeals which aer have, made to the peo- 
ple, to give up at length this vain chimera of be- 
ing able to rule public opinion, with which. they 
have so long suffered themselves to be deluded. 

Thold, sir, in my hand a paper from that very 
quarter where gentlemen probably suppose, and 
not without appearance of reason, that their la- 
bors in the vineyard of opposition have been 
crowned with most success: It is-an address from 
Mecklenburg county, in Virginia, to their Repre- 
sentative on this floor, and contains sentiments 80 
just, so truly patriotic, and so applicable to the 
point of confidence in Government, that I cannot 
help reading it to the committee, though I am 
sensible it must have already attracted the notice 
of every individual. [Mr. H. then read the ad- 
dress.] : 

This paper, sir, affords a most consolipg and 
honorable contrast to the speeches which have 
lately been heard on this floor. It contains senti- 
ments which I have no doubt are reverberated 
from the hearts of every American in every part 
of the Union, and which prove how far the peo- 
ple, even that part of them on which these gen- 
tlemen have most particularly relied, are from 
sharing with them in their want of'affection for 
the Government, and of confidence in its mea- 
sures. There is nothing in this address to prove 
that the people in that part of the Union will re- 
fuse to support the Government, unless those gen- 
tlemen should inform them that its measures were 
tight. 

I also consider the recommendation contained 
in this amendment as extremely impolitic. Is it 
good policy to show the enemy your eagerness to 
treat, your eagerness to make concessions? Is it 
good policy to show to France that you have no 
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confidence in the Executive, in his wisdom, his | willing that it should be effected, if the Executive 
information, his patriotic intentions, that you think think fit. Neither have Lany doubt that it will be 
it pecessary to instruct and direct him? Is it good | tried. The very debate in this House will inform 
policy tosend the Executive trammelled to France; | the Executive of the propriety of trying it; and I 


e Executive have this opinion, 
| and are disposed to make this offer to France; not 
| perhaps in the unqualified and unconditional man- 

ner recommended by some gentlemen, but on 
terms consistent with the honor and interests of 
| this country, and with which the public, when it 
eames to be informed of them, will be satisfied. 
| I, therefore, even if I thought this measure not 
I; only useful but necessary, should still leave it most 


be prudent to tell France so? I would ask them | them. Supple as their language has been,» soa 
; policy seems caleu- 


will think, divided, she will remember one part; This argument rests on the ground that Britain 
of the Scripture, while she forgets all the rest, does not possess these rights by the law of nations, 
i which point gentlemen have taken much pains, 
As I believe this recommendation to be uncon- | and made many elaborate dissertations, to estab- 
stitutional, useless, and highly impolitic, I can} lish. I shall not follow them through this long 
never give my vote in its favor. f | diplomatic discussion, which is much better suited 
I will now ask gentlemen, who may think tha; to the Department of State, and has there been 
recommendation not improper, whether the mea- | handled in a very masterly and satisfactory män- 
sure recommended is entitled to their support? ner. I believe, that when the official paper on 
Why should it be entitled to support? Hither | this subject, lately published from the Department 
because it is necessary, or because it is useful; | of State, shall be read and compared with the 
because it is demanded by justice, or recommend- | speeches of gentlemen, very little doubt will re- 
ed by good policy ? | main on the point. I have another reason, too, 
If the measure were really necessary, or useful, i for avoiding a dispute on the law of nations: 
surely the Executive is as well apprized of that | Gentlemen seem disposed to treat the law, and the 
; necessity and utility, as well qualified to judge | writers on it, with as little respect as the one and 
about it, as the House of Representatives: and | the other have received from. the nation whose 
the thing will be as well done by him alone, and | cause they advocate. One Minister of that nation, 
will have as much effect, as if the House were to ; in this country, has declared those writers to be 
join in it: the claims of justice can be as com- | no better than worm-eaten volumes, whose con- < 
pletely satisfied in one case as in the other; ar] tents he was happy to have forgotten. Another, 
ends. of policy as completely attained. Though 


at Genoa, declared that the French had taken up i 


I myself have very little reliance on the useful- arms for the express purpose of subverting the. 


of the measure, and no conviction of its ne- | law of nations. After this I should be a most | 
pean still I, for one, am perfectly willing that it | afraid to cite writers on the law of nations, lest 
should be tried by the Executive, and perfectly | F should be told, that they are ‘Wworm-eaten 
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; ; ; ! 
volumes.” 'There-is, however, one authority on 


this point, which perhaps may be acknowledged, 
and which.J will therefore adduce. It is the ma- 
rine code of France herself; from which it ap- 

ears, that by the law of nations, and her own 
aws founded upon it, enemies’ goods are liable to 
capture, in neutral ships. 

Sir, it appears trom Valin, vol. ii. page 250, 
that on the 21st of October, 1744, the King of 
France published a regulation, “ concerning prizes 
made at sea, and'the navigation of neutral vessels 
in time of war.” The first, second, third and 
fourth articles specify all the cases in which neu- 
tral ships in time of war may sail free from mo- 
lestation. Then.comes the fifth article, which 
is in these words: “If in any of the cases specified 
in the first, second, third and fourth articles of 
this regulation, there shall be found on board of 
the said neutral ships, to whatsoever nation they 
may belong, merchandise or effects, the property 
of His Majesty’s enemies, such merchandise or 
effects shall be good prize, even though they be 
not the production of the enemies’ country: but 
the ships shall be released.” This regulation con- 
tinued in force till the 26th of July, 1778, when 
the King of France, having engaged in the Amer- 
ican war, (for the Treaty of Alliance was early in 
February, 1778,) found ‘it his interest to relax 
from the principle, in hopes of prevailing on 
England to do so too. Accordingly on that day 
he published a regulation, by the first article of 
which, enemies’ property, on board of neutral 
ships, is declared to be safe from ig by 
French armed vessels. The article, however, 
contains the following clause: “But His Majesty 
retains to himself a right to revoke the permission 
contained in the present article, should the enemy 


Powers fail to grant a similar permission within 


six months from the date hereof,” 
- Hence it is clear, that France not only has as- 
serted and long exercised this right, which she 
charges. us with having conceded to England, but 
even possesses it at the present moment, and may 
exercise it, if she thinks fit, without violating the 
law of nations; she being only restrained in those 
cases, in which, as in ours, she has renounced it 
by treaties. All this appears from her own laws 
and public acts; for her relinquishment of this 
right in July 1778, having been merely condition- 
al and dependent on a similar relinquishment by 
England, which has never taken place, may be at 
any moment revoked, and indeed has been; for, 
notwithstanding all her clamors against the En- 
lish for exercising this right, it is very well 
iow that.she has constantly exercised it herself 
from the beginning of the present war. 

It may, therefore, be expected that we shall not 
hereafter be told, by either France or her advo- 
`- eates, thatthe right to take enemies’ goods in neu- 

“tral vessels is not a right given by the law of 
nations... E eras ; 

It-has, however, been contended: that the law 
of nations, in this respect, has been altered by the 
o Convention-of the Armed Neutrality. 
“stop, to refute this position, which has been so 
<< often.and so completely exposed ;-still less will I 


undertake to prove what is in itself so perfectly 
obvious, that the Convention of the Armed Neu- 
trality, being no more than a treaty, is confined, 
like all other treaties, to the parties who agree to 
it, and can in no manner affect the general rights 
| of other States, under the general law of nations; 
| but I will remark, that this objection about the 
armed neutrality, comes with a very bad grace 
from France; because France, when requested 
to accede to this Convention of the Armed Neu- 
trality, expressly declined it. She declined it 
under pretence, that its principles were already 
established by her regulation of July, 1778. This 
i regulation, however, as has been seen, was tem- 
porary and conditional, and left France at full 
liberty to adhere to the law of nations, or adopt 
the: principles of the armed neutrality, as ‘she 
might afterwards find convenient.. She after- 
wards did refuse to accede, as appears by the au- 
thority of Mr. Gibbon ; in one of whose letters to 
Lord Sheffield, dated September 11th, 1785, and 
published in the first volume of his miscellaneous 
works, page 6, there is found this passage: “ The 
other day the French Ambassador mentioned, 
that the Empress of Russia had proposed to ratify 
the principles of the armed neutrality by a de- 
finitive treaty; but that the French had declared 
that they would neither propose nor accept an 
article so disagreeable to England.” 
This, sir, is a good comment on their former 
proceedings with respect to this right ; and proves 
that they never meant to renounce it, thoug they 
were willing, for a short time and fora particu- 
lar purpose, to suspend its exercise. It is true. 
that France afterwards, in the years‘ 1786 and 


right was finally relinquished. The same thing 
is done in her treaty with England in 1786.. But 
her having so long retained it, and her very agree- 
ment at last to give it up, proves most incontest- 
ably that she believes herself to possess it, under 
the general law of nations. : 
A dispute has arisen, whether the Convention 
| ofthe Armed Neutrality is permanent in its na- 
| ture, or merely confined to the duration of the 
American war. I have been of the latter opinion 
myself, on the construction of the instrument it- 
| self, and of the acts which have grown out of it} 
jand I shall not enter again into the discussion, 
which I believe to be wholly immaterial; because, 
| whether this convention be permanent or tempo- 
| ry, still itis no more‘than a treaty, and can have 
no effect on the general law of nations. I will, 
however, correct a mistake into which a gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. GALLATIN) has 
fallen on this subject. In order to prove that the 


nent in its. nature, that gentleman has ‘asserted 
that Portugal acceded to it after the war. But 
the gentleman has forgot the dates. The acces- 
sion of Portugal was signed at Petersburg, July, 
1782, and ratified at. Lisbon, September, 1782. 


red b | The ratifications were exchanged on the 21st of 
“I will not | January, 1783; whereas the provisional articles of 


peace were not signed. till November 30th, 1782, 
The armistice for suspending hostilities took 


1787, made a treaty with Russia, in which this. 


Convention of the Armed Neutrality was perma- . 
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finitive treaty, by which the war was really. end- 
ed, was not signed till September, 1783, many 
“ months after the accession of Portugal. That ac- 
> cession even preceded the provisional articles by 
some months; and yet the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has told the committee that Portugal 
acceded after the war. 

~The gentleman, however, has given up the 
point, so strongly contended for by others on the 
same side of the House. He has admitted that 


place on the 20th of January, 1783, and the de-l under our neutral flag; while France, having her 


commerce thus carried on for her, would be able 
to employ every ship and every sailor she pos- 
sessed, in attacking and destroying the commerce 
and the navy of England. Thus that naval su- 
periority which she so much dreads, and which 
enables England to counterbalance her power in 
Europe, would be stripped of all its effects and 
all its terrors. It is not, therefore, wonderful, that 
France should be so extremely anxious to deprive 
England of this right, or so ready to renounce it 


we did not, by the treaty with England, concede | herself. It is of no use to her, and of infinite use, 


to her the right respecting neutral bottoms; 
he contends that we should have made no com- 
mercial treaty with her till she had relinquished 
that right. Iwill, however, ask that gentleman 
and the committee, whether it is not wise to ob- 
tain the modification of a right which operates 
unfavorably to us, when we cannot obtain its re- 
linquishment? Is it not wise and lawful, since 
we cannot prevent this operation, to render it as 
little injurious as possible; to. lessen its inconve- 
niences when we cannot quite remove them ? 
.. This is what the treaty has done; and surely we 
. may do this without asking the permission of 
> France, or. giving her cause of offence. 

From all this it must evidently appear, that we 

„have not conceded this right to England, since 

she possessed it by the law of nations; and that 

_ we have done France no injury. Consequently, 

justice does not require us to concede it to her. 

he argument of necessity, of course, falls to the 
ground, fst ; 

Will the argument of utility avail gentlemen 
any better? They contend, that if not necessary, 
„it would at least be useful to make this concession 

to France; that if not demanded by justice, it is 
at least recommended by policy. If so, it may 
be done by the President without our assistance 
or advice, and the same good effects will still re- 


but | 


sult from it. Butwhy will it be useful? Will it | 
be valuable to France? Does she want it? Will | 


perhaps necessity, to England. 
Accordingly it has been seen, that France, 


| while perpetually urging us to resist the exercise 
iof this right by England, and even quarrelling 


with us for not doing so, has never hinted the 
least desiré to have it herself. She bas not been 
slow or diffident, everybody knows, in demanding 
what she thinks useful to herself; and it may 
therefore, be most safely concluded, that, since 
she has not demanded this, she thinks it of no use 
to her, and does not want it. To show us, in- 
deed, how little she cares about it, she has taken 
it lately by a formal decree, and yet still continues 
to quarrel with us, and plunder us. 
What reason, then, I would ask, is there for 
supposing that France will be satisfied by this 
concession? Does she limit her claims to this? 
Some gentlemen, particularly one from Mary- 
land, (Mr. S. Smiru,) has said so: but does she 
say so? Is that gentleman in the secret of her 
councils, or authorized to explain her preten- 
sions? If so, let him show his credentials.. If 
not, the House must take the liberty of judging, 
not from his assertions, but from the acts of 
France herself; from the official papers presented 
by her Ministers. Let the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland read these papers. He will find in thema 
great many pretensions to which he will never 
submit, but not one word of this. That gentle- 
man has said, that her decree of March 2d, 


this concession satisfy her? These are questions | wherein she takes these rights, which gentlemen 


which, in my opinion, deserve particular and se- 
rious consideration. 
In the first place, I would ask how this right 


can be valuable to France 2 We are not carriers 


are so anxious to have conceded to her, ought to 
overrule all her former acts, to be considered as 
her ultimatum, as the final declaration of her 
wishes, her claims, and her pretensions. ‘If so, 


for Britain. For many nations, indeed, we are | why continue to plunder and maltreat us since 
>. carriers, but not for Britain; which, on the con- | that decree? Why send away our Minister? 
_ trary, is very considerably a carrier for us. Our Why refuse to receive another, unless all the 
produce is often found in her ships; her goods | grievances of which she has complained, and to 
- very seldom in ours. Consequently, the right to | the redress of which she thinks herself entitled, 
. take. British property on board of our ships, is a | shall first be removed ? Gentlemen have found 
right of no value to France. Her interest, and a in that phrase, “ to the redress of which she is enti- 
very powerful one it is, consists not in using the | tled,” a wonderful restriction of all her demands, 
= Tight herself, but in taking it away from England. and a very conciliatory disposition. But who is 
-It is not to seize English property in our ships | to declare which are the complaiats, to the re- 
that she is so anxious, but to make French prop- | dress of which she is entitled 2 Certainly she kêr- 
erty safe from being seized in them by the Eng- | self. And where is this country to look forthe 
lish. Could she once accomplish this point, her | declaration ? Certainly in the official acts of her: 
commerce would float'safely in our ships, and | Government directed to ours, and not in ‘deere 
England, being prohibited to touch it, would be- | passed long after, nor in the speeches of members 
come infinitely less formidable to her.“ The navy | on this floor. “The first of these acts is M: 
of England would, in fact, become in a great de- | Delacroix’s summary, delivered to “our Ministe 
gree useless to her, ina war against France, | at. Paris, March 9th, 1796, and ‘containing co 
:Bince it could not touch her commerce secured | plaints against the whole British Treaty, against 
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the interference of our courts with French prizes, 
and against the construction, put by our Govern- 
ment on the laws of neutrality, and on some arti- 
cles of the Treaty with France. Next comes the 
decree of July 4th, 1796, for enforcing these com- 
plaints. After that is M. Adet’s fifth note of Oc- 
tober 27th, 1796, communicating this decree ; and 
last of all comes his manifesto, November 15th, 
1796, in which all the former complaints made 
by himself, his predecessors, and M. Delacroix, 
are enlarged upon and enforced. On the 12th 
of December following, the Directory refused 
to receive our Minister, and declared that 
they would, in future, receive no Minister Pleni- 
potentiary from us, till all the injuries, of which 
they had complained, were redressed. What are 
the complaints here referred to? Certainly those 
contained in the manifesto of M. Adet: for as the 
Directory had no doubt given him instructions, as 
to the manifesto and the time of publishing it, 
they must have known that it had been published, 
when they gave this answer to Gen. Pinckney ; 
and to that manifesto, and the complaints con- 
tained in it, the answer no doubt refers. As to 
the decree of March 24, which gentlemen say, 
ought to be considered as the ultimatum of 
France, it did not take place till two months af- 
terwards: and. to suppose that the Directory, in 
refusing to receive a Minister on account of 
grievances complained of, had reference toa com- 
plaint made two months after, would certainly be 
to charge them with a very singular absurdity. 

I cannot, therefore, be persuaded that these con- 
cessions, so much relied on by gentlemen, -will 
satisfy France, since it is certain that they form 
no part of her present demands, that she never 
has asked for them, and that they would be of lit- 
tle value to her, if she had them. This conclu- 
sion is greatly strengthened by the consideration, 
that although she had possessed herself of these 
rights by the decree of July 4th, 1796, and still 
more formally expressed by that of March 2d, 
1797, she still continued to pillage and maltreat 
this country, under the pretext of other com- 
plaints; whereas, had these rights now proposed 
to be ceded to her, been the sole or the chief ob- 
ject of her desires, she would have ceased to com- 
plain and plunder, as soon as she had seized them. 

I should be glad to hear what use is to be made 
of this conclusion. Is it to dissuade our Govern- 
ment from making the offer to France? No; F 
for one, wish the offer to be made, and I have no 
doubt that it will be made, whether recommended 
by the House or not; but to dissuade the House 
from relying too much on the efficacy of this 
offer; to dissuade them from regarding this offer 
as in any degree an effectual mean of satisfying 
the demands of France, of checking her insolence, 

-ör of restraining her aggressions. To prevent 
them, if possible, from being led, by confidence so 
false, into a neglect of those decided and energetic 
measures of defence, on which the success of the 
negotiation must entirely.depend. This idea, I 
believe, cannot be -too much pressed upon the 
House. I conceive it to be of infinite importance 
“in the present situation of our affairs. Tam per- 


suaded that our only hope of avoiding war ot 
disgrace, lies in a strict and practical attention to 
it. In order to enforce the more effectually its 
importance, I conceive that it will be highly use- 
| ful to inquire what the real wishes and objects of 
| France are, as well as what they are not. In 
| order to find out this, it will be proper to ask what 
has been the scope of her policy in this country ? 
And what is the ground of her anger at the British 
Treaty? For my part, I have no doubt that the 
whole scope of the French policy towards this 
country has been to draw it into the war against 
England, and the tendency of the British Treaty 
to defeat this project, the whole ground of their 
animosity against that instrument. It is, in my 
opinion, a vain delusion to suppose that France 
has conceived this mighty resentment, and is 
committing these unheard of outrages, on account 
of this or that article of treaty, this or that ad- 
vantage given to another nation, and withheld 
from her. It is the treaty itself which has given 
her offence ; and its tendency to preserve peace 
between this country and Britain is the ground of 
that offence. If it should be asked, how this ap- 
pears to have been the drift of France? I answer, 
that it appears, in the first place, by the instruc- 
tions to Genet. These instructions have been 
given to the public by M. Genet himself, in order. 
to justify his conduct in this country. They must 
still be fresh in the recollection of most persons ; 
but as there may be some who have not particu- 
larly attended to them, or have forgotten their 
tenor, it will not be improper to cite some of the 
most remarkable passages. “The Executive 
Council (says M. Genet) are disposed to set on 
foot a negotiation on these foundations, (the over- 
tures made by General Washington and Mr. Jef- 
ferson for a new treaty,) and they do not know 
but that such a treaty admits a latitude still more 
extensive, in becoming a national agreement, in 
which two great nations shall suspend” (this, sir, 
| should have been translated unite,) “ their com- 
| mercial and political interests, and establish a mu- 
| tual understanding, to befriend the empire of 
| liberty wherever it can be embraced, and punish 
those Powers who still keep up an exclusive co- 
lonial and commercial system, by declaring that 
their vessels shall not be received in the ports of 
the contracting parties.” Thus it appears that 
this treaty is not only to be a commercial, but 
also a political union: that we are to assist in ex- 
tending French principles and French influence, 
under the name of guaranteeing the sovereignty 
of the people, and befriending the empire of lib- 
| erty; and that, in order to accomplish this end, 
| we are to shut our ports against all the Powers 
| who maintain an exclusive commercial and colo- 

nial system; that is, against the English, Span- 

iards, Danes, and Dutch. This amounts in sub- 
| stance, and almost in name, to an alliance ofensive 
| and defensive with France. : 
| Lest, however, her views should be misunder- 
| stood, she has gone on, in the instructions, to ex- 
| plain them in a manner still more clear and ex- 
| plicit. “As it is possible, however, (continues 
| M. Genet,) that the false representations which 
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have been made to Congress of the state of our 
internal affairs, of the situation of our maritime 
force, of our finances, and especially of the storms 
with which we are threatened, may make her 
Ministers, in the negotiations which citizen Genet 
is instructed to open, adopt a timid and wavering 
conduct, the Executive Council charges him, in 
expectation that the American Government will 


finally determine to make a common cause with | 


us, to take such steps as it will appear to him ex- 
< igencies may require, to serve the cause of liberty 
and the freedom of the people.” This passage, 
sir, assuredly can require no comment. In the 
. supplementary instructions the system is more 

fally developed. And, indeed, the passage rela- 
‘tive to the point under consideration is so conclu- 
: sive, that I will cite it entire. These are the 


words: “ The reciprocal guarantee of the posses- ' 
~. stons of the two nations, stipulated in the eleventh 


‘article of the treaty of 1778, can be established 
upon generous principles, which have been al- 
ready pointed out, and shall equally be an essen- 
tial clause in the new treaty, which is to be pro- 

. posed.” In order to understand this, it will be 
‘necessary to recollect that the treaty of 1778 was 
purely defensive; so that France could not claim 
-the guarantee in a war, in which she should be 
the aggressor. As she was then preparing to at- 
tack England, against which she declared war 
within less than a month after these instructions 
‘were signed, this defensive guarantee would not 
answer her purpose. She therefore evidently 
“wished to make it offensive and defensive. For 
-had she meant to remain on the defensive herself, 
the defensive guarantee would have been suffi- 
cient, and she would have wanted no other. The 
instructions then proceed thus: “The Executive 
Council, in consequence, recommend it especially 
to citizen Genet to sound early the disposition of 
the American Government, and to make it (the 
guarantee) a condition sine qua non of their com- 
merce with the West Indies, so essential to the 
United States. Tt nearly concerns the peace and 
prosperity. of the French nation, that a people, 
“whose resources increase beyond all calculation, 
and whom nature has placed so near our rich co- 
lonies, should become interested by their own en- 
gagements in the preservation of these islands. 
Citizen Genet will find the less difficulty in ma- 
king the proposition relished in the United States, 
as the great trade which will be the reward of it 
: will indemnify them in the end for the sacrifices 
which they may make in the outset; and the 
Americans cannot be ignorant of the great dis- 
proportion between their resources and those of 
the French Republic, and that for a long period 
the guarantee asked from them will be little more 
than nominal for them, while on our part it will 
be real, and we shall immediately put ourselves 
in a condition to fulfil it, by sending to the Ameri- 
can ports a sufficient force to put them beyond 
insult, and to facilitate their communication with 
the islands and with France.” Thus it manifestly 
"appears that an alliance, offensive and defensive, 
in the war which she meditated against England, 
was to be formed with France; that the object of 


| this alliance was to be the preservation of her 
| islands, and commercial privileges its reward; 
‘that we were to make sacrifices in the outset, and 
ibe reimbursed by these privileges; and that a 
Í French fleet was to be sent to our coast, for our 
; protection. In other words, we were to become 
_ the carriers and servants of France, and she was 
| to defend us against England. 
: This point indeed is so clear, that it has been 
| admitted by the greater part of those who possess 
. any information on the subject. Many gentlemen, 
j however, are of opinion that when Genet was re- 
called, this system was given up by France. But 
' Lask these gentlemen, what was the real motive 
| of Genet’s recall? Was it to disavow his plans, 
; or to satisfy our complaints? Certainly not. His 
! violent and foolish proceedings, which counter- 
acted the plan instead of promoting it, were no 
| doubt intended to be censured, and there probably. 
| Was a disposition to coax and flatter our Govern- 
| ment, by the recall of this Minister, in order to 
| prepare it better for that insidious policy, which 
; was to be adopted by his successors. The true 
| cause, however, of Genet’s removal was the fall 
; of the Brissotine party, to which he had belonged; 
jand every person connected with or eraployed 
; by which Robespierre had removed. Hence the 
| Consuls in America, against whom we never had 
_ complained, were removed, as well as the Minis- 
‘ter. But did the French Government disavow 
| the instructions or the proceedings of M. Genet? 
: Did his successors relinquish his claims and pre- 
| tensions? Certainly not. On the contrary, ti ey 
| Were all renewed and perpetually urged by those 
i gentlemen, who never ceased to talk to us about 
| efficacious measures against England, about a vig- 
| orous reaction. And in the manifesto published by 
| one of them, (M. Adet,) the whole of Genet’s méas- 
| ures were expressly revived, and all his complaints 
| renewed and enforced. Even that appeal to the 
| people, which he was disgraced for threatening, 
’ was actually made by this manifesto. ` 
| The policy of France to draw this country into 
; the war, appears also, from the clamor raised by 
| her and her partisans against the Proclamation of 
_ Neutrality. This clamor is fresh in the recollec- 
| tion of us all. Genet cried out against this pro- 
'elamation ; Fouchet indirectly complained of it, 
and Adet stigmatized it as insidious, perfidious, 
‘and “a cloak under which this country presented 
: England with a poniard, to cut the throat of our 
ally.” Societies passed resolutions against it; 
| orators declaimed, and newspapers teemed with 
‘abuse. Whence all this, if the object had not 
| been to engage us in the war? Had France, as 
| she pretended, been desirous of our remaining’ in 
| peace, whence all this rage at the measure, the 
(only possible object of which was to preserve 
| peace? That such was her object is moreover 
| manifest from the measures themselves which. 
| ske wished us to adopt; for it is impossible t 
| suppose her Government ignorant of the diree 
jand necessary tendency of these measures. 
bring us into.a quarrel with England. eee 
In the first place, she wished us to resist and 
repel the right, claimed and exercised by the Bri- 
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tish Government under the law of nations, of | 
taking the property of their enemies on board of} 
our ships. She constantly urged us, not only to} 
deny this right, but to resist its exercise in an ' 
efficacious manner. . But could she have imagined | 
that England would yield this right to us? She: 
knew that the English, when France, Spain, Hol-: 
land, and the United States, were in arms against | 
them alone, had refused to yield it, though pressed , 
by the formidable combination of all the neutral | 
Powers, with the Empress of Russia at their head: , 
a combination supported, too, by the united mari- | 
time strength of Prussia, Sweden, and Denmark. 
She knew that, after the American war, Russia, 
whose treaty with England expired in 1786, and | 
who, as a Power desirous of extending its naviga- | 
tion, was extremely desirous of this concession, | 
had never been able to obtain it from England. | 

Sir, England has constantly refused it to the! 
formidable fleet, the immense strength, the over- | 
bearing influence, and the wise and vigorous Gov- 
ernment of the Empress of Russia. | 


She has con- | 
stantly refused it to the united solicitations of ; 
Sweden, and Denmark, and the Hanse towns; i 
though she has carried on a very extensive and | 
important commerce with all those nations. She i 
has constantly refused it, in time of peace, to all ; 
of them. To France, indeed, she conceded it in į 
1780, because she gained great equivalents, and į 
had no interest in withholding it from her, as she , 
could never expect to be engaged in a war with- ' 
out having France for her enemy ; and in that | 
case the stipulation could not operate. But what! 
did she say to those nations who might remain at | 
peace, while she and France should be at war— | 
such as the Russians, Swedes, Danes, and Hanse ; 
towns? She said, “I will never relinquish this | 
right to you; because it would enable you to be- | 
come the carriers of France, whenever she is at | 


that England would not surrender the right; and 
when she so warmly and pertinaciously urged us 
to resist the exercise of it, she could have had no 
other view than to set the two countries to quar- 
reling. England, she well knew, would not yield. 
Should we persist, a war must immediately take 
place. 

The same, sir, will apply to the measures she 
wished us to adopt respecting the impressment of 
seamen in our ships. It is well known that Eng- 
land insists on a principle, by which all persons 
once her subjects always remain so, unless the 
right to their allegiance has been given up by the 
Government itself. This is the case with all per- 
sons born in the United States, or settled in them 
at the Treaty of Peace. From these she claims no 
allegiance. But such as have come here since 
the treaty she still considers as her subjects, and 
claims the right of treating them as such, when- 
ever she finds them on her own territory, or on 
the high seas, the common territory of nations. 
Of this description there are numbers of sailors on 
board of our ships, and she claims a right to im- 
press them. This right I do not mean to defend; 
I know that in its exercise it is liable to great 

buse, and is particularly inconvenient to this 
country; but it is claimed and exercised by 
France herself, and by every other nation, as 
well as England. Yet France has constantly 
urged us to resist the exercise of it by England. 
We have done every thing in our power to induce 
England to renounce it, and, not succeeding in 
that, we have taken all proper steps to remedy 
and prevent its abuse. But this does not satisfy 
France; she urges us to resist the right itself. 
Why? Because she supposes that England will 
yield it? No, sir; no such thing. She well 
knows that England ‘will not and cannot yield it 
with any regard to her own safety; it being of 


war with me; and she will thereby be enabled, | the last importance to her in a war like the pre- 


in her turn, to employ all her ships and sailors in 
attacking my commerce, while hers will be safe 
under a neutral flag.” In the year 1793, indeed, 
when Russia entered into the coalition against 
France, Britain made a temporary cession to her 
of this right, because the reason ior which it had 
been withheld could not operate, while Russia as | 
well as England was at war with France; but | 
even then she would not entirely relinquish it. 
All this France perfectly well knew ; and, know- - 
ing it, could she suppose that England would re- : 
linquish this right to us, who had not a single 
ship of war, when she had refused it to the vast: 
force of the Armed Neutrality—that what she had | 
refused to so many powerful nations she would | 
yield to a people who, though possessing vast re- 
sources, could not call them into action without | 
great injury to themselves,and much delay ? that | 
what she had refused in time of peace she would | 
süřřender in a war, where not only her success, | 
but ber very existence, depended on the support; 
of her naval power—and surrender it, too, to that | 
very nation, which, possessing the greatest num- 
ber of Ships and sailors, was most capable of exer- , 
cising the tight to her injury and destruction? | 
No, France expected no such thing. She knew | 


| sent, where she has every thing staked on her 
| maritime exertions, to prevent her seamen from 
; passing from hers into neutral ships, where they 
, get better wages, lighter duty, and are free from 
; danger. France well knows, therefore, that Eng- 
' land will not yield this right, and this is precisely 
' the reason why she urges us to resist it; because 
sucha resistance must immediately produce aquar- 
rel between Great Britain and the United States. 
The same spirit is visible in her other demands; 
all of which tend to the same point. She wished 
us to adopt a construction of the treaty that would 
have given her complete possession of our ports, 
and shut them to England. She would have 
armed vessels, and enlisted crews, in our country; 
she would have sold her prizes here; she would 
have taken the merchant ships of England on 
our shores, and in our very rivers; and our courts 
must not have interfered. No English ship of 
war could have enteted our harbors, which she 
would not have expelled by simply affirming that 
it had made prize on her citizens, no matter whe- 
ther lately or four years ago, whether in the East 
Indies, the West Indies, Africa, or Europe. Could 
she have imagined that England would see all 
this partiality, all these favors to its enemy, with- 
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out anger.and Leal Could she have imagin- | 
ed that bitter complaints, or irritating remon- ; 
strances, on the part of that country, would not | 
take place? Certainly she could not. She knew | 
that anger, jedlou-y, and irritation would neces- : 
sarily be excited; she knew that a system which, į 
umer the name of neutrality, would have all the 
effect of an alliance with her, must produce re- 
sentment and remonstrance on the part of Eng- 
land, and that these, added to the ancient animo- . 
sities not yet extinguished, but heightened on the 
contrary by recent injuries, must speedily end in | 
hostility. 
Sir, the plan of ambition and aggrandizement, | 
pursued by France in Europe, affords additional | 
proofs of her policy respectings this country. I 
have no doubt, that any gentleman, who will. 
carefully examine the subject, will be convinced, | 
that France deliberately attacked Austria as well | 
as England, and of her own accord, and, in pur- | 
suance of a regular system of policy, lighted up | 
the flames of the present war. I shall not, how- | 
ever, stop to examine that question, which would ; 
require a minute and tedious detail of facts, and 
is by no means essentially necessary in the pres- | 
ent deliberation. Whether France began the | 
war from projects of dominion, or was driven into | 
it for the defence of her independence, is, in some | 
degree, unimportant at present; since it is per-; 
fectly evident, and has indeed been admitted on | 
all sides, that with whatever motives the war be- | 
gan, it bas long since been a mere contest for | 
ower. In this contest, France, having detached | 
russia from the alliance, enslaved Belgium, sub- | 
jugated Holland, and obtained an absolute con- ; 
trol over the Government and forces of Spain, | 
found her progress resisted by nothing but the | 
firm persevering courage of Austria on one side, | 
and the vast maritime power of England on the | 
other. Accordingly, she bent all her efforts to | 
weaken and destroy these two Powers, and left | 
nothing unattempted to divide them. She made | 
continual efforts to induce the Turks to fall on: 
the house of Austria on one side, and to arm | 
Prussia against it on the other. She offered to | 
divide its spoils with Prussia, in order to engage | 
the avarice and ambition of that rival Power, by i 
whose assistance she might break the strength of | 
Austria, and then rule both, with the rest of | 
Germany.. As the fear of Russia has kept the | 
King of Prussia in awe, and restrained his enter- | 
prises, she has left no stone unturned, to lull the | 
new Emperor of Russia into security, and obtain | 
his acquiescence. By thus raising up enemies | 
against Austria on every side, and pressing*upon 
it at the same time with her whole military force, 
she is attempting to compel it to relinquish a 
large part of its territories, and make a peace | 
separate from England. But she constantly re- 
fuses either to give up her own conquests, or to 
make a peace in which both England and Aus- 
tria should be included. The policy of this is | 
obvious and important. Could she, after having 
stripped and weakened Austria, succeed in de- 
taching it from England, she would he left free 
to turn her whole undivided force against that 


rival nation, so long the great object of her 
jealousy and hatred, and whose maritime supe- 
riority, it has been her policy, for a century, to 
reduce. In the meantime, she leaves nothing 
unattempted to accomplish this purpose; and 
knowing that the naval strength and pecuniary 


_Tesources of the English depend on their trade, 


she resolves to assail their trade in all possible 
ways. Hence her former and recent attempts to 
exclude English vessels from every port. Hence 
her instructions to Genet to draw us into an alli- 
ance, one condition of which is to be the exclu- 


sion of English vessels from our ports. Hence 


her threats to Portugal of an invasion by Spain, 
unless English vessels are excluded from the 


; Portuguese ports. - Hence her recent attempts of 


the same kind on Denmark and the Hanse towns. 

To the success of this project against the com- 
merce and navy of England, the aid of the Uni- 
ted States is of the highest importance, and is so 
considered by France. I have it from the highest 
authority, that the plan of a maritime coalition 
against England, was early formed by France; 


; that to the completion of it the accession of the 


United States was alone wanting; and that that 
accession was requested and refused.. The pre- 
tence of this coalition, was to reduce the exorbi- 
tant maritime power of England, and prevent 
her tyranny over the other commercial States. 
The object of it was, and the certain effect of it 
if successful would have been, to break down 
England; by which means France, who came 
next to her in naval power, would have been left 
to reign unrivalled and uncontrolled in her stead. 
The United States would have been. the most 
important member of this coalition. The great 
number of their ships and sailors would have 
enabled them to become the carriers of France, 
while she should employ all her maritime re- 
sources In attacking England. Their privateers 
also would have struck a deadly blow at the 
English commerce; and the use of their resources 
and their ports to France would have given her 
a decided superiority in the. West Indies, and 
obliged the English to send so great a force there, 
as greatly to weaken their operations ayeee 
else. Hence it is evident that France could haye 
no ally so important to her, in the naval war 
against England, as the United States. Indeed, 
without their assistance, she could have no hopes 
of success iu the West Indies. Accordingly she 
took steps te secure this assistance, as soon as she 
began to form her project against England, and 
has pursued them ever since with the most un- 
wearied perseverance, and by every expedient of 
threats, promises, flatteries, fraud, and intrigue. 
It being, as I conceive, perfectly manifest from 
all these considerations, that the plan of France 
has always been to draw us into the war, the 
House is furnished with a ready solution of her 
anger against the British Treaty, anda clue te... 
all her present measures. It is evident; that her: 
anger at the treaty has arisen entirely. from it 


having defeated her plan of drawing us into the 


war; and it will readily appear, that the whole 
aim and object of her present measures ate to- 
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compel us to renounce it; to drive us into that | operation of means, and that union of interests 
quarrel with England, into which she has failed | and views between us and the English, which it 
in her attempts to entice us. She must either i has been the great object of her policy to pre- 
mean this, or she must mean seriously to attack | vent, and which she had undertaken two wars, in 
us, and drive us into a war against herself. To! the course of half a century, for the sole and 
discover which of these is her real object, what i express purpose of breaking. It is, therefore, I 
is ihe true motive of her present measures, is of think, impossible to conceive, that France medhs 
the utmost importance; because, till that is done, | to drive or provoke us into war. Her object, in 
it will be difficult to determine in what manner | my opinion, must be altogether different. It must 
those measures ought to be counteracted, which | be to compel us to renounce the British Treaty, 
is the point immediately under consideration. | and renew all our differences with that nation, 
I can never believe that it is the intention of ; under circumstances of irritation which must 
France seriously to attack this country, or to | speedily end in a rupture. What has led her to 
drive it into a war against herself. She has too | form this project? From whence could she de- 
much to lose and too little to gain by such a | rive hopes of success? She has been led to form 
contest. to have seriously resolved on it, or even | it, in my opinion, from a persuasien, erroneous 
to wish it. In her councils, I have observed | indeed, but favored by many appearances, that we 
great wickedness, but no folly; and it would be | are a weak, pusillanimous people, too much devo- 
the extreme of folly in her to compel thiscountry | ted to gain to regard our honor, too careful about 
to become her enemy; especially in the present | our property to risk it in support of our rights, 
war, when we can throw so formidable a weight | too much divided to exert our strengih, too dis- 
into the opposite scale. France well knows our | trustful of our own Government to defend it, too 
power in that respect, and will not compel us to | much devoted to her to repel her aggressions at 
exert it. She well knows that we possess more | the risk of a quarrel, too much exasperated 
ships and more seamen than any country upon ' against England to consent to that co-operation, 
earth except England alone. She well knows | which must of necessity grow out of resistance 
that our sailors are the most brave, skilful, and | to France. Various occurrences have combined 
enterprising in the world, and, that by arming | to produce and confirm this persuasion, and the 
forbearance which our Government has exercised 


our vessels, our commerce would soon be made z e 
to float safe from privateers; while her fleets and | towards herself, is not the least of them. She has 


large ships would be kept in awe by those of | seen us submit with patience to the insults and 
England. She knows that in the late war, the | outrages of three successive Ministers, for the 
State of Massachsetts alone, with its privateers. | very least of which; she would have sent the 
took one-third of all the merchant ships of Great , Minister of any nation out of her country, if not 
Britain; and that, though she had no commerce | to the guillotine. The Minister of the Grand 
tobe attacked, these maritime materials, greatly | Duke of Tuscany, with whom France had re- 
increased since that time, would enable us, if cently concluded a treaty, learning that the daugh- 
driven to the necessity, to create speedily a | ter of Louis the Sixteenth was to be sent out of 
formidable marine, with which we could not only | the country, requested permission to pay her a 
defend ourselves, but attack her possessions. She ; visit. This request to visit an unfortunate young 
knows that we have a population not far short of | lady, the near relation of his Sovereign, and 
six millions, and that the martial spirit which | whose tender age no less than her sex, her vir- 


conducted us gloriously through the trying scenes 
of the late war, though dormant indeed, could 
not have been extinguished. She knows, that 
by co-operating with the English, (a co-operation 
which must result naturally from our being 
driven into the war,) by opening our harbors to 
their ships, permitting them to arm, refit, and 
victual in our ports, to recruit among our seamen 
and to employ our vessels as transports, we could 
give them a most decided preponderance in the 
American seas, under which her own colonies, 
and those of Spain and Holland, which she most 
jastly considers as her own, must speedily fall. 
She knows, that in case of a war with us, Spain 
and Holland, who must be her allies, would be 
within our grasp. She knows that the Ameri- 
cans could and would lay hold of New Orleans 
and the Floridas, and that they are well ae- 
quainted. with the road to Mexico; and she would 


| tues, and her calamities, entitled her to respect, 
: was answered by an order from the Directory to 
| quit the territories of the Republic. His expres- 
i sion of a wish to show one mark of regard to vir- 
i tuous misfortune and suffering innocence, was 
į considered as an affront by the Government of 
| France, and punished by the instant dismissal of 
ithe Minister. Accustomed to act thus herself, 
how can she impute our long suffering and for- 
bearance, under the perpetual insolence and in- 
sults of her Ministers, to anything but weakness, 
pusillanimity, or a blind devotedness to herself 4 
The Conduct of gentlemen on this toor, too, has 
more and more confirmed her in this injurious 
opinion of us ; has confirmed her in the erroneous 
persuasion, that there is a party in the very bosom 
of the Government devoted to her interests. I 
do not mean to charge gentlemen with acting 
‘under French influence. Iam persuaded that, in 


dread that enterprising valor which formerly led | the course they have taken, they believed them- 
them, through barren wilds and frozen mountains, | selves to be aiming at the good of their country, 
tothe walls:of Quebec. She knows, in fine, that | which they supposed might best be promoted in 
to drive this.couatry into a war with her at the | the manner recommended by them. But 1 would 
present “juncture, would bring about that co- | ask those gentlemen, and I solemnly call on them 
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to lay their hands on their heartsand answer me— ; in all these delusions she is confirmed by the 
I would ask them, whether the course of conduct | conduct, the speeches, and the writings, of per- 
which they have pursued is not calculated to im- | sons in this country, both our own citizens and 
press France with a belief, that they are devoted | hers; by the information and opinions of some of 
to her interests and not to those of their own her citizens, who, having resided here, have car- 
country? Whether the manner in which they / ried home with them those erroneous opinions 
have always connected the interests and wishes: which foreigners generally form about coantries 
of France with their opposition to the measures | they visit; and it is to be feared by the behaviour 
of this Government does not necessarily tend to | too of some of our citizens in her own country, 
create and confirm this belief? When she saw | who, forgetting the trust reposed in them, and 
them constantly making it a ground of opposition ; the situations in which they were placed, allowed 
to measures, that they would be hurtful or dis- ; themselves to pursue a course of conduct and con- 
pleasing to her; constantly supporting those plans | versation calculated to confirm France in all her 
which she was desirous of seeing adopted; cona- | unfounded and injurious opinions respecting this 
stantly opposing all that she opposed ; what could | country. Supposing, therefore, that the people of 
she infer, but that they were a party devoted to’ this country are unwilling to oppose her, and the 
her views? As she knows their numbers and : Government unable ; that we should prefer peace 
importance, and has these apparently strong rea- : with submission, to the risk of war; that a strong 
sons for relying on their attachment, what can | party devoted to her will hang on the Govern- 
she conclude, but that however unable they may | ment, and impede all its measures of reaction ; 
be to direct the Government according to her ; and that, if she should place us by her aggressions 
wishes, they will be ready and able so to clog its; in a situation where the choice should seem to 
operations as.to prevent it from adopting or pur- i lie between a war with England and a war with 
suing vigorous measures against her? She noi her, our hatred to England, joined to those other 
doubt does believe, and there is evidence of the : causes, would force us to take the former part of 
fact from the most respectable quarter, our Min-' the alternative ; she has resolved on the measures 
`- ister in that country, that she has nothing to do; which she is now pursuing, and the object of 
-but press hard on the Government, in order to; which is to make us renounce the Treaty with 
lay it, bound hand and foot, at the feet of this | England, and enter into a quarrel with that na- 
party, by means of which she might then govern | tion: in fine, to effect by force and aggressions, 
the country. She is further confirmed in this; that which she had attempted in vain by four 
belief by the conduct of the people of this coun- | years of intriguing and insidious policy. 

try ; by their warm partiality for her cause and, If such are her objects, how is she to be in- 
her nation; by their enthusiastic exultation in | duced to renounce them? By trifling concessions 
_ her victories, and the fond, sympathising sorrow, | of this, that, or the other article of a treaty; this, 
with which they mourn her disasters. Mistaking | that or the other advantage in trade ? No. k 
the source of these generous emotions, she has | seems to me a delusion equally fatal and unac- 
seen in them nothing but the proof of a slavish | countable, to suppose that she is to be thus satis- 
-devotedness to herself, which would render this; fied: to suppose that, by these inconsiderable 
people incapable of asserting their own rights, ; favors which she has not even asked for, she is to 
when it must be done at the risk of her displea-: be bought off from a plan so great and impor- 
sure. She doesnot know, nor can she be made | tant. It seems to me the most fatal and unac- 
to understand, that it is the cause of liberty in! countable delusion that can make gentlemen shut 
which she is thought to be struggling, that in-i their eyes to this testimony of every nation, to 
spires this enthusiasm, and that, should she change | this glare of light bursting in from every side; 
her conduct, and abandon the principles which | that can render them blind to the projects: of 
she professes, these generous well-wishers would | France, to the herculean strides of her overtow- 
be found among the firmest of her opposers. A ering ambition, which so evidently aims.at no- 
similar mistake she committed with respect to thing less than the establishment of universal em- 
England, and that mistake further confirmed her | pire, or universal influence, and has fixed on this 
original error. She saw much resentment excited country as one of the. instruments for accom- 
by the attacks and outrages of England, and she : plishing her plan. è 
supposed that resentment to be deep-rooted and; It is against this dangerous delusion that I wish 
durable. She did not know, and could not con-' to warn the House and the country. I wish to 
ceive, that, when England had given up ber inju-. warn them not to deceive themselves with the 
rious pretensions for the future, and agreed to vain and fallacious expectation, that the conces- 
make a fair and just compensation for the past, sions proposed by this amendment will satisfy the 
we should forget our resentments, and cherish wishes or arrest the measures of France. DoI 
sentiments of mutual and friendly intercourse. : dissuade you from these concessions? Far from 
She supposed these resentments to be far more | it; I wish them to be offered, and inthe way the 
deeply rooted, more universal, and more perma- most likely to give weight to the offer. It isa. 
nent, than they really are, and relies on them as | bie which I'am willing to build, for the pride- 
a certain means of preventing any union of inte- | of France to retreat over} but what L-wish to 
rests and operations between us and England, | warn the House against, is the resting satisfied” 
however recommended by policy or even required | with building the bridge, to the neglect of those 
by necessity. ae | measures by which France may be induced 
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mareh over it, after it shall be built. I wish to 
negotiate, and I even rely much on success; but 
the success of the negotiation must be secured on 
this floor. It must be secured by adopting firm 
language and energetic measures; measures 
which will convince France, that those opinions 
respecting. this country, on which her system is 
founded, are wholly erroneous; that we are 
neither a weak, a pusillanimous, nor a divided 


people ; that we are not disposed to barter honor | 


for quiet, nor to save our money at the expense 
of our rights: which will convince her that we 
understood her projects, and are determined to op- 
pose them, with all our resources, and at the 
hazard of all our possessions. 


equally vain, weak, and delusive. 

When France shall at length be convinced 
that we are firmly resolved to call forth all our 
resources, and exert all our strength to resist her 
encroachments and aggressions, she will soon 
desist from them. She need not be told what 
these resources are; she well knows their great- 


ness.and extent; she well knows that this eoun- | 


try, if driven into a war, could soon become invul- 
nerable to her attacks, and could throw a most 
formidable and preponderating weight into the 
scale of her adversary. She will not, therefore, 
drive us to this extremity, but will desist as-soon 
asshe finds us determined. I have already touched 
on.our means of injuring France, and of repelling 
her attacks; and if those means were less than 
they are, still they might be rendered all-sufficient 
by resolution and courage. It is in these that the 
Strength of nations consists, and not in fleets nor 
armies nor population nor money: in the “un- 
conquerable will—the courage never to submit or 
yield.” These are the true sources of national 
greatness; and, to use the words of a celebrated 
writer, “ Where these means are not wanting, all 
others will be found or created.” It was by these 
means that Holland, in the days of her glory, 
triumphed over the mighty power of Spain. 

is by these, that in latter times, and in the course 
the present war, the Swiss—a people not half so 
numerous as we, and possessing few of our advan- 
tages—have honorably maintained their neutral- 
ity amid the shock of surrounding States, and 
against the haughty aggressions of France herself. 
The Swiss have not been without their trials. 
They had given refuge to many French emigrants, 
whom their vengeful and implacable country had 
driven and pursued from State to State, and whom 
it wished to deprive of their last asylum in the 
mountains of Switzerland. The Swiss were 
required to drive them away, under the pretence 
that to afford: them a retreat was contrary to the 
laws of neutrality. They at first temporized and 
evaded the demand: France insisted; and finding 
at length that evasion was useless, they assumed 
afirm attitude, and declared that, having afforded 
an asylum to- those unfortunate exiles, which no 
law of neutrality forbade, they would proteet them 
in.itat every hazard. France, finding them thus 
resolved, gave up the attempt. This was effected 


This, I believe, is į 
the way to insure success to the negotiation ; and 
without this I shall consider it as a measure | 


' by that determined courage which alone can make 
; a nation great or respectable; and this effect has 
| invariably been produced by the same cause in 
: every age and every clime. It was this that made 
Rome the mistress of the world, and Athens the 
protectress of Greece. When was it that Rome 
attracted most strongly the admiration of man- 
_ kind, and impressed the deepest sentiment of fear 
l on the hearts of her enemies? It was when 
seventy thousand of her sons lay bleeding at Can- 
‘ne, and Hannibal, victorious over three Roman 
_ armies and twenty nations, was thundering at her 
gates. Jt was then that the young and heroic 
Scipio, having sworn on his sword, in the presence 
of the fathers of the country, not to despair of the 
Republic, marched forth at the head of a people 
firmly resolved to conquer or die; and that reso- 
lution insured them the victory. When did Ath- 
ens appear the greatest and the most formidable 2 
It was when giving up their houses and posses- 
| sions to the flames of the enemy, and having trans- 
| ferred their wives, their children, their aged pa- 
| rents, and the symbols of their religion, on board 
| of their fleet, they resolved to consider themselves 
as the Republic, and their ships as their country. 
| It was then they struck that terrible blow, under 
| which the greatness of Persia sunk and expired. 
| These means, sir, and many others, are in our 
j power. Let us resolve to use them, and act so as 
‘to convince France that we have taken the reso- 
| lution, and there is nothing to fear. This convic- 
f tion will be to us instead of fleets and armies, and 
‘even more effectual. Seeing us thus prepared, 
‘she will not attack us. Then will she listen to 
| our peaceable proposals; then will she accept the 
i concessions we mean to offer. But should this 
| offer not be thus supported; should it be attended 
| by any circumstances from which she can dis- 
cover weakness, distrust, or division, then will she 
reject it with derision and scorn. I view in the 
| proposed amendment circumstances of this kind; 
jand for that, among other reasons, shall vote 
j against it. {Í shall vote against it, not because 


It; Tam for war, but because I am for peace; and 
of. 


| because I see in this amendment itself, and more 
| especially in the course to which it points, the means 
| of impeding, instead of promoting, our pacific en- 
ideavors. And let it be remembered, that when 
we give this vote, we vote not only on the peace 
of our country, but on (what is far more impor- 
tant) its rights and its. honor. 

Mr. Gatuatin followed Mr. Harper, on the 
contrary side; and having noticed some remarks 
which fell from Mr. H., that gentleman rose 
to explain. The call for the “ committee to rise,” 
and for the “ question,” from different parts of the 
House, became very loud, when Mr. Gites rose, 
and said, the gentleman last up had thrown out 
insinuations of misconduct against (he supposed) 
one of our late public functionaries in France. 
insinuations of a similar kind he had frequently 
heard out of doors, but he thought them unworthy 
of notice ; but as the gentleman had thought pro- 
per to introduce the calumny in that House, and 
as he was a friend of his, and not here to answer 
for himself, he wished to know of the gentleman 
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whether it was to him he alluded ; and, if it were. | 


he called upon him for proof of his assertions. 
Mr. HARPER replied, that he did allude to that 
` gentleman, and would, at a proper time, produce 
evidence of what he had said, 

The Cuatrman reminded the gentlemen that 
this conversation was out of order. 

The confused call for the “committee to rise,” 
and the “question,” was again renewed; when 
the question for the committee to rise was put 
and negatived, there being only thirty in favor 
of it. 

The question was then put on Mr. NicHoras’s 
amendment—ayes 46, noes 52. 

Mr. New moved that the House meet in future 
at 10 in the morning. The motion was negativ- 
ed, there being only thirty-six in favor of it. 


Tusspay, May 30. 


Jonn Fowxer, from Kentucky, appeared, pro- 
‘duced his credentials, was qualified, and took his 
seat. 


ANSWER TO PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


.. , The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 

‘tee of the Whole, on the Address reported in An- 
swer to the Speech of the President of the United 
States; when ; 

Mr. W. Smita inquired of the Chairman whe- 
ther there was not an error in counting the votes 
on he question of yesterday. 

The Cuairman replied that there was. It arose, 
` he supposed, from the number of strangers in the 
: House, and their pressing too near the members. 
The true numbers were—for the amendment 46, 
against it 52. He requested strangers would not 
stand so. near’the members as to cause a similar 
mistake in future. 


The Caairman proceeded to read the third and 


fourth paragraphs of the Address; when, having 
read the part which says, “although it is the first 
and most ardent wish of our hearts that peace may 
be maintained,” &c. 

Mr. Dayton (the Speakef) wished to introduce 
an amendment.. He did not believe it ought to 
be “the first and most ardent wish.” It had been 
well shown by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Srrereaves) that liberty was more dear 
than peace. - He therefore moved to insert “ earn- 
est,” instead of “first and most ardent.” Carried. 

Mr. Corr moved the amendment which he had 
already laid before the committee, after the word 
“world,” in the 4th line of the 4th paragraph, to 
add, “aifd although we wish that Republic to 

stand on ground as favorable as any other nation, 
“in their relation to the United States; yet,” &c. 

This motion, not being seconded, fell of course 
to the ground. 

Mr. WILLlaMs proposed an amendment, in- 
tended as a substitute for the above, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. It proposed to put 
France on the same footing with other nations, 
“professing that if she was not so, it was not owing 
to any partiality in favor of any other nation, and 
that.in expressing this wish, the House did not 

5th Con.—7 


mean to interfere with the powers of the Exe- 
cutive. 

Mr. Wituiams also moved to insert, instead of 
“we can never surrender our rights,” in the same 
paragraph, “ we never will surrender.” Carried. 

Mr. Lyon moved to strike out, in the 7th line 
of the same paragraph, “wisdom, dignity, and 
moderation,” and to insert in their place, “ good 
intentions ;” as he said he did not come there pre- 
pared to approve all the former acts of Govern- 
ment, but for other purposes. 

Mr. W. Smıra thought it would not show the 
wisdom and dignity of that House to agree to the 
amendment. 

It was put and negatived, there being only 30 
votes for it. 

Mr. Corr said he thought that part of the 5th 
paragraph which related to. the Executive Direc- 
tory would be less exceptionable, and equally con- 
vey their disapprobation of such sentiments, if it 
were expressed more generally, and without any 
allusion to M. Barras. He proposed, therefore, 
to strike out from “ at,” in the 4th line of the 5th 
paragraph, to “ United States,” in the 6th line, 
and to insert, “any sentiments tending to dero- 
gate from that confidence; such sentiments, wher- 
ever entertained, serve to evince an imperfect 
knowledge of the real opinion of our constitu- 
ents.” 

Mr. Gites seconded the motion, but wished it 
extended further, as he did not know -what was 
meant by the expression, “to separate them from. 
themselves.” sel 

Mr. W. Smira objected to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. Corr,) be- 
cause it was hypothetical. He wished,as the fact | 
was clearly established, to have a direct reference 
to the Speech of Barras, in their indignation’ at 
the sentiments. As the matter had appeared of 
sufficient importance to find a place in the Presi- 
dent’s Speech, he thought it was also worthy of 
their notice. He insisted upon its being an at- 
tempt to divide the people of this country from 
their Government, by speaking insultingly of the 
latter, and flattering the former. He did not ex- 
actly know what was meant by the “ suggestion 
of our former tyrants,” but he supposed it meant 
bribery, and that by “ perfidious people,” General 
Washington was included. 

Mr. Nicuonas wasin favor of the amendment. 
He denied that “ suggestion” could'mean bribery, 
or that insidious persons could include General. 
Washington. He hoped the gentleman would not 
thus make it his business to hunt up for insults. 
As to the expressions of Government and people, 
they were certainly one, and could not be divided. 
The American Government was the people. of the 
United States; and if the remainder of this offea- 
sive Address was attended to, it would be seen that 
the French Government and French people were. 
used as synonimous terms. He allowed that the. 
Speech alluded to was one of the most. foolish. 
things he had ever seen, but he could. find no seri. 
ous cause of offence in it. cae A Ss RRS k 

Mr. W. Smita said, that by the Governmen : 
the Executive only was meant. He was cone- = 
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vinced of this from the manner in which he had 
seen the word used in the French Government pa- 
per, entitled the Redacteur. ee aig 5 

‘Mr. Cort believed, that whatever M. Barras had 

said, it was not worth their attention. We might 

_ defy 
hey themselves said. He did not himself know 
how far.the Speech of Barras was an act of Gov- 
ernment; for, said he, when we directed our 
Speaker to reprimand Randal and Whitney, the 
words he used upon the occasion were not an act 
of the House. On another occasion, when the 
House were about to receive the French flag, they 
could not call what was said by the Speaker on 
that occasion, an act of the House. 

Mr: Witutams said, if Mr. Pinckney’s letter was 
an. authentic paper, the Speech of Barras was 
likewise so; and if so, it was. doubtless an indig- 
nity to Government. He did not think with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. FREEMAN,) 
that it. was “childish gasconade.” He believed 
it was intended as an insult to the Government of 
this country.: Asto the gratitude which had been 
said to belong to the French nation, for their as- 
sistance in the- war, he thought their services were 
amply repaid by. the separation of this country 
from Great. Britain. Besides, he added, the 
French never came to the assistance of this coun- 
try until they saw we were likely to be successful 
in our struggle. 

Mr. Gorpon said there could be no doubt of the 
authenticity of Barras’s Speech, since it stood upon 
the same ground as the rest of the documents. It 
was a flagrant insult upon Government, in his 
opinion, and warranted all that had been said upon 
it, as it was doubtless an attempt to separate the 
people from the Government. 

Mr. Tuarounr said the question was, whether 
or not any notice should he taken of the insulting 
Speech of Barras. When, said he, the French 
flag was presented to this House, we were told we 
were not to stop to reason, but to express forth- 
with our feelings of affection. But now, when 
the most unexampled insult is offered us, such as 
one man would not receive from another, we are 
not to. notice it at all, lest it should offend the 
French, Republic. He knew of only one reason 
for.passing it over in silence, and that, it was true, 
had some weight with him. That Barras spoke 
as the organ of the French nation, there could be 
no doubt ;.but he had his doubts whether he knew 
himself what he said. The Speech had strong 
marks of delirium, and he could not help believing 
that, when he delivered it, he was either drunk or 
mad.: Ifthe, world went on for. six thousand 
years to.come, they would never again behold such 

: @ production. 

“Mr, McDowe.i was in favor of the amend- 
ment.. He did not think himself bound, as had 
been insinuated by the gentleman from South Ca- 
rolina, to ‘echo all the sentiments in the President’s 
Speech. He wished to have an opinion of his own. 
He agreed that Barras’s Speech was an indignity 


-> tothe United States. He felt it, and would. ex- 


«c pressit; bathe-did not think this the proper time. 
. He denied the. justness of the: construction. put 


France or Frenchmen to say worse of us than | 


upon the Speech by the gentleman from South Ca+ 


rolina. He supposed by “ perfidious persons,” was 
meant the persons in this country, generally called. . 
the “ British faction.” He differed in opinion also 
with that gentleman on the subject of dividing the 
people and Government, and could not allow that 
the phrase “good people” was intended as an in- 
sult. He allowed it was going too far to say that 
we owed our liberty to France; but being in some 
respect true, it took off from the offence. He was 
sorry to see on one side of the House constant at- 
tempts made to excite the resentment of the people 
of this country against France. It was not necessa- 
ry at present to raise such feelings. They were not 
about to unsheath the sword, and to say, “We con- 
quer or die?” What gentlemen could not effect by 
reason, they seemed inclined to effect ina different 
way. He did not think this fair conduct. 

Mr. Venazs_e supported the amendment. He 
did not think any of the objections made against it 
had much weight in them. He thought the mode 
of expressing our sense of the indignity shown to: | 
this country by the Speech in question, was jadis 3 
ciously chosen by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut. It was most consistent with dignity. It was 
not wise in them to fake notice of every harsh ex- 
pression which. might be used against this coun- ` 
try in any foreign nation ; for, if such were our 
conduct, foreign nations would have good ground 
of complaint against us, and on that floor the. 
account would be settled. Nor did he think it 
very becoming or dignified in gentlemen in shat — 
House so to express themselves as to excite fre- © | 
quent risibility ; nor was it very honorable to that > 
Assembly. [Alluding to the gentleman from Mas- ~ 
sachusetts.] ae 

Mr. Srrareaves had no doubt of the Speech of 
Barras being an official paper, and that its object 
was to divide the people from the Government. 
If he proved this, he trusted the language of the 
report would be preserved. It would be allowed 
that Barras was the mouth of the Directory, and 
that the sentiments which he speaks, are not ‘his - 
own, but what were beforehand agreed upon. It (4 
was doubtless, therefore, ‘a solemn official act. 
With respect to the observation of the gentleman 
from Virginia, that what he said respecting our 
Government was not applicable to the Executive, 
butto the peopleat large, he believed he was wholly: 
mistaken, as the word Government, in the French 
language, constantly meant Executive, as was 
abundantly clear from the way in which it was 
used in Mr. Adet’s notes. [He quoted a number 
of passages to prove his assertion.] It was gen- 
erally used for the Executive in contradistinction 
to Congress, or any other of the constituted au- 
thorities. If it were clearly intended to convey 


‘an insult upon our Executive, (and there could be 
‘no doubt of it,) even the mover of the amend- 


ment could not think- it unbecoming in that 
House to express themselves in the words of the 
Address. 

~ Mr. GALLATIN said whatever might be the insult 
intended by the Speech of the Executive Directo- 
ry, he thought it best to notice it in general terms 
as it was the sentiment which was objectionable 
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and not the Government of France. But as so | the humble vassal of France, and had not been 
much had been said about Government and people, | sparing of his epithets to other Powers; and the 
he would say, that an insult offered to the people | gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. THATCHER) 
could not be less offensive than one offered to the ; had termed Barras drunk or mad. He also noticed 
Government. He supposed they alluded to the | the constructions put upon the words “ granting 
British Treaty, which was as much the instrument | peace.” and “sovereignty.” as very extravagant. 
of Congress as of the Executive, and of the peo- | The Speech, he allowed, was bad enough, but he 
ple as either, since they very generally petitioned | saw no reason for torturing it in this manner. 
in favor of it. He then took notice of the per-; Mr. Oris wished to know what he understood 
versions which the gentleman from South Caro- | by the word sovereignty ? 
lina had put upon the words of Barras,and denied Mr. Livinesron replied, that if he were to do 
that there was the least ground for them, and | that, he supposed he should be called the Defen- 
said that the Gazette of the United States might | der of Barras, as he had already been termed the 
as well be called a Government paper of this | Defender of France. He would not, therefore, 
country, as the Redacteur, that of France. If, | do it. 
said Mr. G., it be our intention to declare warat; Mr. Gites said the gentleman from Massacho- 
once, then there might be some propriety in taking , setts had called upon persons who might lie under 
hold of every word which would bear to be con- | imputation of being friends to France, to come 
strued into an insult, but if we wished for peace, forward, and show the imputation false. He 
it was unwise to do so. Besides, he said, this | informed that gentleman that he did not feel his 
Speech was not communicated in an official man- | reputation hurt by any imputation which he or 
ner, nor could it be so communicated. It was sent! any other person might throw upon him. He 
by Mr. Pinckney in a newspaper, from which the | would rather the gentleman would convince them 
copy sent to them was translated, but the transla- | they were wrong, than call them names. 

> tion was not even authenticated, as usual. Hej Mr. Oris explained. He declared he meant 
did not dispute the fact, but it was a thing which | only to say that they had been unjustly charged 

’ they were not bound to notice; indeed, an error | with those imputations, and that such a conduet ` 

with respect to a name appeared on the face of | would show it. 


` the paper; and being’ delivered to Mr. Monroe! Mr. W. Smita again urged the propriety of 
who was no longer Minister, it could not be of- | retaining the words in the Address as reported, 
ficially communicated. He therefore thought it | as the amendment proposed had no reference to 
` was not worth their notice. | the Presidents Speech, as that referred to an offi- 
Mr. Oris‘thought it right to pay respect to what | cial act; whereas the amendment had no relation 
was recommended by the President. The ques-; to France, but would apply to the people of Chi- 
tion was whether they should notice the insult | na, or the people of this country, as well as to 
generally: or in reference to the Directory. He | those of France. He believed the discussion had 
was in favor of the first; but as this was the only | been of some use, because it was now on all sides 
Opportunity given in the Address of expressing | acknowledged that the Speech of Barras was an 
their opinion of the conduct of the French Gov- | insult, which was not allowed at the beginning 
„ernment, he wished the Address to stand as re- | of the debate. He could only say that gentlemen 
` ported. i died hard ; to use the expression of his friend from 
Mr. O. remarked upon Barras’ Speech. He ; Pennsylvania. (Mr. Srrcreaves,) they seem de- 
. did not know what was meant by granting peace. | termined to die in the last ditch. The objections 
When parties were at war, one granted the other | to the words of the present Address, were like the 
peace; or sometimes a stronger Power suffered a | objections of Thomas Paine to the writings of 
weaker to be at peace. He supposed the French | Moses. He denied that there was any similarity 
meant it in the latter sense towards this country. | between expressions used in debate in that House,’ 
On condition that we respect her sovereignty! ' and expressions used by an Executive authority. 
What was meant here? If it was sovereignty | No notice, he said, ought to be taken of what fell 
over their own nation, we had nothing to do with | from members in that House, whilst they were 
it; if it was any other, it must be the sovereignty į allowed to be in order; and if foreign Ministers’ 
. they had over us. He concluded by remarking, | attended to hear their debates, and heard things 
hat if there were any members in that House | which they did not like, they ought not to take: 
upon whom any imputation could rest of their | exceptions at it, since they came there uninvited, 
“being unduly attached to the French cause, he | and it was their duty to say what appeared to: 
thought it a good opportunity to come forward | them right at the time. ae 
-and convince the world that the charges were; The question was put on the amendment, when 
unjust... | there appeared 49 votes for it, and 49 against it. 
Mr. Livineston took notice of what had fallen | The Chairman declared it carried in the affirma- 
' from the gentleman last up, and showed the folly | tive. eae 
of adopting an irritating tone; as, if we charged| Mr. Evans proposed to have struck out the 
_a foreign Government with making use of one | words “an attempt to separate them from them- - 
disrespectful expression, they would Bave no diffi- | selves y but Mr. Venasie defending the proprie ~ 
culty in retorting the complaint, as in the course | ety of the expression, he withdrew his motion. ~ 
`of that debate, the gentleman from South Caro-; Mr. Coir thought the first sentence in’ the 
_ lina (Mr. Harrer) had called the King of Spain | sixth paragraph rather sunk the composition. He’ 
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wished to strike them out, and “however” in the 
fourth line, and add after the end of the next line, 
“by the transactions disclosed by your communi- | 
cations.” Carried. 
Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) said he had an ; 
amendment to propose. It was: to strike out the | 
words after “peace.” in the eighth line in the 
sixth paragraph to the word “nation” in the four- ' 
teenth line, and to insert, “ We therefore receive 
with the utmost satisfaction your information that | 
a fresh attempt at negotiation will be instituted, 
and we cherish the hope that a mutual spirit of 
conciliation, and a disposition on the part of the 
United States to place France on grounds as fa- 
vorable as other countries in their relation and ` 
connection with us, will produce an accommoda- | 
tion compatible with the engagements, rights, ; 
duties, and honor of our nation.” 
Mr. W. Smitran thought this amendment the į 
same in substance as that which had been nega- - 
tived, and if so it was out of order. : 
Mr. Nicuovas said the gentleman might satisfy 


himself it was not the same with his, as it would : 
not give occasion to all the petty objections he 
had brought against it. 

Mr. Davron hoped the gentleman from South | 


Carolina would take a more manly ground of op- į 
position to his amendment than the one he bad | 
suggested. The amendment was not the same as ! 
the one rejected, it was not introduced in the same | 
part of the Address, nor would it require to be | 
recommitted, to be inserted. He would also find | 
that some gentlemen would vote for this, who! 
put their negative upon the other; if this would | 
not satisfy the gentleman, he believed the Chair- i 
man would. 
The Cuatnman declared the motion in order. 
Mr. Tuarcuer called upon the mover to state | 
in what this motion differed from that which was : 
rejected. : 
‘Mr. Dayton said, that this motion contained a 
principle not found in the report of the committee, 
viz: to place France in as favorable a situation 
as other countries, hoping that this will be the 
means of accommodation. He wished this senti- 
ment inserted in the letters of credence of the 
Envoy. Yet he wished he might not be charged 
with standing on forbidden ground. If this sen- ; 
timent were not inserted in the Address, he ; 
should look upon it with perfect indifference. 
He would have proposed this amendment, if he: 
had not met with a second. He was desirous of | 
preserving peace with the French Republic upon | 
any terms short of national disgrace. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts would see the difference : 
between the two motions. | 
Mr. W. Smitu spoke at considerable length | 
against this amendment. He said nobody would | 
<object to putting France upon as good a footing | 
-as Great Britain, if she was not so, but he believ- 
ed she was now in a better situation. and that | 
therefore she would not consent to be placed on, 
the same footing with Great Britain. He object- | 


: to lead to it. 


Executive. He dwelt upon each of these objec- 


tions at considerable length; and, upon his saying 


that it was possible if the Executive should think 


‘it right not to comply with the direction of the 


House, it might be made the ground of impeach- 
ment, Mr. Dayron interrupted him by insisting 
upon it that no such construction could be put 
upon his amendment. Mr. S. begged to differ 
in opinion, and continued his objections. 

The call for the question, when Mr. Smrrx sat 


_ down, was very loud; but, on Mr, ALLEN wish- 
ing the committee to rise, that time might be 


given for an inquiry how far this motion would 
go, as he was not sure but some improper treaty 
might have been made, and if so, it would put 
France in the same situation, he moved for the 
committee to rise. It rose accordingly, and had 


' leave to sit again. 


Wepnespay, May 31. 


: ANSWER TO THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Answer to the Presi- 
dent’s Speech, Mr. Dayron’s amendment being 


: under consideration. 


Mr. HartTLey was persuaded there was but one 
wish in the House with respect to peace, notwith- 
standing insinuations to the contrary; but he 
could not agree with the proposed amendment, 
as he wished the negotiation to be left wholly to 
the President. The treaty entered: into with 
France provided for their being placed on the 
same footing with other nations, and wished that 
right to be recognised by negotiation, and he 


doubted not the President would do it; for as he 


must see that peace was the desire of all, he 
would take such steps as would be best calculated 
He was against encroachments on 
the Executive, as, if they once begun, there was 
no knowing where they could stop. He thought 


_there was no danger of war; it would be a disa- 


greeable thing for men who fought in the Revo- 
Tutionary war, to be obliged to unsheath their 
sword against France; but he trusted, before they 
rose, means would be taken for putting the 
country into a state of defence. 

Mr. Swanwick hoped the amendment would 


' be adopted. The objections against it were of a 


curious nature. It was first said, if France was 
put upon the same footing with other nations, 
we should have an equivalent; they ought to pay 


‘for the spoliations committed on our property. 


Again: it was observed, that to offer them this, 
would be to put them in a worse situation than 
before, and that they would laugh at such a pro- 
position. Mr. S. took a view of the advantages 
which France was said to enjoy, over bier 
countries, with respect to bringing prizes into our 
ports, and showed that they no longer existed. 
He took notice of a fact related by Mr. W. Santa 
yesterday, respecting a French prize being brought 


ed to it-also, because it held out an idea that re- | into Charleston, and denied that there was any 
conciliation could only be had through that House, favor done to the French in the business, but 
and because it would-be an interference with the | the contrary. France, he said, suffered material 
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-injury from the British Treaty, 


on the same ground with other nations, He re- 
probated the idea of being denied the privilege of 
giving an opinion to the Executive, and said, 


there was no expression in the Answer which | 
echoed to that in the Speech, with respect toa | 


willingness to retract error, which the Senate had 


carefully reverberated. If gentlemen were sin- | 


cere in their wishes for peace with France, he 
‘could not see how they could object to the 
amendment. Why say peace ought not to be 


tions? He had himself suffered very materially 
in this respect, as well as many of his constitu- 
‘ents, and he felt, of course, as ardent a wish they 
should be paid for as other gentlemen; but he did 


satisfaction was refused. This would be probably 


claims came to be settled, France (like Britain 
with respect to Virginia debts) might bring char- 
ges against us, and settle the account. He was 
willing to leave that business to be settled by the 
Executive. 

Mr. Craik observed, that the gentleman last 
-up seemed perfectly willing to entrust one busi- 
ness with the Executive, whilst he was afraid to 
„trust him with another. With respect to the 
ground of gentlemen being changed, he wished it 
might not appear so by any agreement to this 
amendment, which was exactly the same in ef- 
fect as that which had been negatived. He ex- 

cted the mover would have shown wherein it 

iffered from the former, when called upon tọ do 
so by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Dayron said, the member from Massachu- 
‘setts would bear him witness that he did answer 
the inquiry. . * 

Mr. Crair said, if it were so, he had been mis- 
taken. He thought there was no difference be- 
tween them. He wished to repel the insinua- 
tion that the opposers of the amendment were 
enemies of peace, and enemies of France, which 
was constantly insisted upon by gentlemen on the 
other side. He wished to show France the same 
_ justice as other nations; but he was not willing 
to insert the sentiment in this Address. Nor did 
he wish to go into the inquiry how far they were 
or were not at present on the same footing. He 
had the same objection against this amendment 
that he had against the one brought forward by 
the gentleman from Virginia, viz: that it was an 
unconstitutional interference with the Execu- 
tive, and showed a want of confidence in that 
part of the Government, which was at present 
peculiarly improper to be shown. This conside- 
ration had been treated very lightly. It was true, 
that foreign politics had too much mixed in the 
“political conduct of persons in this country; and 
he believed the distinguishing feature between 
“the two parties was, that one wished to grasp all 
power in the House of Representatives, and the 
other to maintain the other branches of Govern- 


and there needed | ers. 
to be no apprehension of their refusing to be put | ted to promote the views of the former. The 
| same design of extending that power, had led 
_them to decide the right to decide upon treaties, 


made, except redress was received for spolia- : 


not think it would be good policy to go to war, if : 


to risk the loss of a pound for the sake of gaining ; 
a penny. Besides it might be, that when these | 


ent in the exercise of their constitutional pow- | 


He thought this amendment. was calcula- 


‘and to break treaties. He asked whether the 
ower they were about to exercise was a Legis- 
| lative or an Executive act? If it were intended, 
‘as doubtless it was, to influence the Executive, 
it was certainly of the latter kind, and therefore 
‘not their business, But it was said the Execu- 
‘tive was anxious to receive this opinion. He 
‘found nothing of this sort in the Speech of the 
President, and he did not know upon what ground 
‘ this assertion could be made. It was well known, 
' Mr. C. said, that it was insinuated in France that 
: the Government and the people of this country 
‘had different wills; it therefore became them to 
act in such a manner as to repel the charge; but 
f they agreed to the present amendment, the 
opinion would be strengthened. 

Mr. C. concluded by observing, that although 
' unanimity was very desirable upon a question of 
this sort, yet it was above all things to be avoided, 
‘if it were to be at the proposed sacrifice. The 
‘gentleman from Pennsylvania had called upon 
ithe committee to convince the French nation 
í that there was no British influence in that House, 
but he hoped they should not show them at the 
| same time that there was no American influence. 
He trusted they should not show to them that 
i they were all Frenchmen; that they were divi- 
i ded from the Executive, and bad no confidence 
jin it; that the President was under British influ- 
i ence, and that he could not therefore be trusted. 
i This would indeed be re-echoing the calumnies 
| which had been raised against this country. . 
| Mr. Dayron said, that the tedious length of 
| debate, and unprofitable waste of time which the 
| first amendment occasioned, had determined him 
| to submit his proposition to the committee, and 
; without troubling them with his comments, to 
‘leave it to its fate. The criticism which it had 
| provoked from the gentleman from South Caro- 
‘lina would have justified him in departing from 
‘that determination, even if there had been no 
| other inducement; but as several gentlemen had 
| desired a modification of his motion, he rose more 
‘immediately to gratify them, as he found: he 
i could do it without affecting the principle. 
: Mr. D. here particularly pointed out the altera- 
‘tion which he consented to make in his amend- 
‘ment; which, being accordingly made and read 
by the Chairman, olen 
| Mer. D. said, that he trusted that all parts of the 
_ House were impressed with the importance ‘of 
i their being united ata time and upon an océa- 
' sion so critical, when the eyes of a considerable 
; part of Europe were turned upon them,and when 
| they had been informed that their Address .to:the 
| President, far from passing unnoticed, had proba- 
i bly already influenced the conduct of some df the 
' European Powers towards the United States. >- ¢ 
| With this information before them, he hoped.. 
| the gentlemen would not obstinately persist in- 


| maintaining their ground, without yielding in the 


least to each other, and in resisting all advances. : 
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towards accommodation, especially when it ap- | 
peared that their difference was confined to words, | 
or at most to forms, and that in substance they 
were almost all agreed. From all parts of the: 
committee, a disposition had been avowed to: 
place France on grounds as favorable as other. 
countries, and not a wish had been uttered to the. 
contrary, even by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, until yesterday. Believing himself that | 
the United States were thus favorably disposed | 
towards that Republic, and very much preferred | 
an honorable accommodation to an unprofitable : 
warfare with them, he had thought it his duty to! 
offer an amendment avowing such principles. i 
He kad before said, and now repeated, that he: 
was desirous of maintaining peace so long as it" 
could be effected without the loss of independence, | 
or national honor. He trusted that he should | 
not be charged with a want of zeal in the cause, | 
if he did not particularly answer the arguments, | 
and follow the footsteps of those gentlemen, who | 
had taken it upon themselves to arraign France | 
like a culprit at their bar,and to compel the com 
mittee to sit, as it were, in judgment upon the: 
conduct, the motives, and the designs of that: 
Republic ; not in relation to the United States, | 
whose interests alone were confided to the care | 
of their Representatives, but in respect to the: 
nations of Europe, who had been leagued for her | 
.destruction, and with whose internal regulations | 
and political connexions, that House had nothing į 
to do. If truth had permitted, decency should | 
-have forbidden the members to address the na- 
tions of Europe, and to say to one nation—“ You | 
are enslaved ;” to another, “ You are oppressed ;” | 
to a third, “ You are deceived, and your Monarch | 
held in leading-strings. by the French Republic | 
¿under the semblance of friendship.” Policy and | 
-decorum should equally have restrained gentle- | 
-men from such reflections at a time when repre- 
“sentatives from those very nations were received ; 
and accredited as the Ministers of nations sov- i 
ereign and independent as ourselves, and per- 
mitted, not only to reside in our metropolis, but | 
to sit within these walls, and listen to our de- 
bates. If we were discussing the means of | 
maintaining the balance of power in Europe, and | 
-were deliberating into which scale the United | 
States should throw themselves as make-weights, | 
then. indeed such observations might be more ; 
pertinent and justifiable; but as the question | 
really was, by what means the peace of this | 
country should be honorably preserved, he could | 
not see the propriety of such reasoning. He | 
hoped he should not be accused of a want of spirit, | 
if he did vot assume the high tone of menace | 
which some gentlemen had done; if he did not; 
`. talk of war as a mere matter of pastime, or of 
~ eonquering whole provinces, as if they had only 
“oto walk over and make them their own, or of 
buckling on the armor of hostility, and of dying | 
-n the last ditch. 
‘oy He had conceived that this country might ex- | 
hibit: becoming firmness, without rushing into in- | 
‘temperance, and that they might show a proper | 
spirit of resentment, without exhibiting the rage 


ofa madman. Fortunately for them, it was not 
necessary that they should crouch as suppliants 
at the feet of a master, and hold out a carte 
blanche, to have inscribed on it the terms of the 
submission and peace ; nor, on the other hand, to 
assume the posture of gladiators, and sound the 
trumpet of defiance. He, nevertheless, felt the 
full force of the indignity which had been offered 
us in the rejection of our Minister; and he owned 
that he could not calmly hear the French Re- 
public addressing the United States in terms the 
most imperious, and saying: “ This law you must 
repeal—these decisions you must rescind—those 
engagements you must annul—before we can 
have further communion or intercourse with 
you.” Such language was unwarrantable and 
insulting. But he desired still, if possible, to con- 
ciliate rather than to make war; and a sense of 
gratitude, not yet extinguished in his breast, in- 
duced him to moderate his indignation, although 
it did not prevent his resisting such improper at- 
tempts to interfere in the Government. The re- 
ollection of what France had been to us in times 
the most critical, would incline him still to ad- 
dress her, and say: “You Frenchmen were our 
first, you have been our best, ally. You alone 
came forward to our assistance at a time when 
Great Britain not only threw us from her protec- 
tion, but endeavored to reduce us to unconditional 
submission. When every other nation fled from 
our alliance, and all other people avoided any in- 
tercourse—treating us rather as rebels than as 
men struggling for our just rights—then you, 
people of France, (or, if gentleman prefer it, your 
Monarch)—strong in your strength, rich in your 
wealth, supported by your will—nobly held out a 
helping hand for our protection, and acknowl- 
edged our independence. Then was signed that 
compact which united your fate and interests 
with ours. But if owing to change of circum- 
stances that treaty operates now to your injury, 
we will no longer hold you to its observance. 
That which you generously granted in 1778, as a 
pledge of friendship, we as liberally restore to you 
in 1797, when it is in your opinion unequal, and 
has become a source of disquiet to you. We agree 
that it should be cancelled. Our laws made for 
the preservation of our neutrality and peace we 
cannot repeal; the decisions of our courts we can- 
not rescind ; our engagements with foreign Pow- 
ers we cannot’violate ; but we freely consent to 
cancel that compact existing between us which 
prevents your participating in the favors granted 
to Great Britain in the treaty of 1794. This ob- 
stacle removed, the three articles of Mr. Jay’s 
Treaty, namely, that of neutral ships not protect- 
ing enemy’s property; that regulating what shall 


be contraband, and the provision article, can be 


extended to you.” 

This, Mr. D. said, was the language which 
he conceived to be most proper and dignified on 
the present occasion. He, however, resisted the 
construction which had been put upon the second 
article of the treaty of 1778, and had been the - 

retext for passing the decree of the 2d March, | 


jand by no means admitted that France could 
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‘claim those favors as a right. Although he could | such a sentiment might have an influence in pre- 
“mever consent to repeal the act of Congress of | paring the way for the favorable reception of their 
1794, nor to violate, in the least, our engagements | negotiations, and prove the harbinger of peace 
and treaties with other nations at the requi-| between the two countries. 
_sition of France, or any foreign Power, because} Mr. Harper complained of some insinuations 
-the independence, the honor, and good faith of | made by the gentleman last up, which he suppos- 
*the United States forbade it; yet he should re-| ed alluded to him, particularly with respect to 
‘foice to learn that our Government would think | the terms “gladiator” and “madman.” [Mr. D. 
proper to offer at the very commencement of the | replied that he did not mean them for him ; but, 
~ negotiations to annul the French Treaty, in which | if he chose to take them, the committee would 
-their Minister says they find only disadvantages. | judge of the justness of the application. | 
This, he believed, would be found the truest po-| He had no doubt that the President would do 
licy, also, in respect to all other nations whose | all that was wished by them to conciliate the 
- treaties with us should, from change of circum- | French. He did not know but he would do more; 
stances, cease to be equal and reciprocal. They | nor was he sure that it would not be proper to do 
-would otherwise be the sources of hostility rather | more than had yet been contemplated. He did 
than of friendship and good neighborhood. | not know but it would be necessary to deal with 
The amendment which he offered to the Com- | France as with Algiers. Such questions were 
mittee of the Whole had expressed a hope to that | questions of expediency, and the ultimatum should - 
- effect—that the disposition (which was not ques- | be given with care. It was difficult to say what 
tioned) in our Government to place France on | the designs of the French were. He apprehend- , 
grounds as favorable as other countries, joined to | ed they wanted to involve us by degrees in a war 
a mutual spirit of conciliation, would produce an | with her enemy. i 
accommodation compatible with ourengagements,| Mr. Batpwin wished, since they must retarn 
‘rights, honor, and interests. If he had believed | an answer, that it should be done in the least mis- 
that such a disposition did not exist in this coun- | chievous way. He believed the majority of the 
` try, or-that the expression of a hope that it would | committee was in favor of the principle of the 
effect an accommodation could be fairly construed | amendment, and differed only about the manner 
into an improper interference with the Executive | of expressing it: The treaty of 1778 had long 
authority, he should have been among the last | been considered as bearing hard upon the French, 
to advocate a motion of such tendency; but as, | and propositions had been made for relaxing it, 
on the contrary, it contained nothing in it dicta-| but they had been refused by our Executive. 
torial or imperative, and as the Speech of the| This conduct the House were called upon to ap- 
President wanted them to give an opinion rela- | prove; but they choose rather, by means of the 
tively to the contemplated negotiation, he was | amendment, to say, “ you have done right hither- 
persuaded that it was not liable to any Constitu- | to, but, rather than hazard the peace of the coun- 
tional objection, and that it might have a con-| try, we wish France to be put upon the same 
ciliatory effect. footing with other nations.” 
After making these general remarks, Mr. D.| Mr. N. Smrra thought members had been more 
said, it might be -proper to take some notice | desirous of addressing the people out of doors, 
of the objections of the gentleman from South | than confining themselves to the subject in de- 
Carolina, (Mr. Smrra,) which were in conflict | bate. -He insisted that to express a hope that the 
with each other. He said “France would be| President would do a certain thing, was to coerce 
offended at the proposal.” If that were true, then, | him to do it. He denied the Constitutional right 
agreeable to the doctrine of his colleague, (Mr. | to do this. He charged gentlemen with found- 
Hanper,) it would inspire them with respect for | ing their arguments on the warring in the de- 
‘us. But he added, also, that France would “laugh | partments of Government. It was his opinion 
at the proposal.” This was indicative of con- | that Government could not go on except there 
tempt, and Mr. D. did not see how they could | was an union of design amongst the different parts 
look upon it with such opposite sensations at the | of it. One branch of Government ought to sa 
same time. The same gentleman went on to/| to the other, you have done wrong; but full fait 
say, that to place France on grounds as favorable | should be given. to each. The Answer to the 
as other countries,.would be to put her on a worse | Speech of the President should not introduce any 
. footing than she then stood; and yet, in almost | new matter by way of advice, but respond only 
the next breath, he declared that the Representa- ! such sentiments as were addressed to them. He 
tives would betray. the interests of their constitu- | was against offering the advice proposed, because 
„ents, if they did not demand from that Republic | it was saying to France and to the world “ We 
some compensation in return for granting them | fear our President will not do right, except we 
< such favors. These were inconsistencies which | direct him.” It was said the President met with 
the gentleman must reconcile before he could be | difficulty in his negotiation, which was owing to 
entitled to a more particular answer. f the slanders which had been spread in France, viz: 
Mr. D. then took notice of what had been | that the Executive wasall English and the pore 
urged against his amendment, as improperly dic- | all French. On this account the French ooked 
tating to the Executive, and as a violation of the | upon the Executive with a jealous eye. If the ~ 
Constitution, and showed that it was neither the | committee thought these things groundless, they 
‘one nor the other. He concluded by saying, that | should assure the French that the President is less 
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English, and they less French than have been re- | 
presented, by expressing their confidence in him. 
But it was said, they should give their ultimatum; | 
put that, if the amendment passed, he said, would ` 
not be the case, because the President would make 
what ultimatum he thought proper. 

Mr. Sewaus corrected the statement of the- 
gentleman last up, by insisting that our Ex- 
ecutive had entered into a negotiation, and did all 
in his power to form a new treaty, and that it: 
was entirely owing to the French Minister that: 
it was not completed. Mr. S. complained of. 
the remarks which had fallen from the Speaker. , 
If gentlemen were deemed in order by the Chair, : 
he did not think that gentleman was authorized, , 
when out of that situation, to pass his censures 
upon them. Although the agents of foreign coun- : 
tries were present, he said, they were not to be: 
prevented by this circumstance from expressing | 
their sentiments freely. 

Mr. Brent was not surprised that the gentle- | 
man just sat down was displeased with the amend- : 
ment. He had told the committee, on a former : 
oecasion, that he had no hopes of reconciliation ; 
he stated that we had nothing to hope but from 
our own unanimity, and from the combination of | 
foreign nations with us against the aggressions of 
the French. He did not, therefore, address him- 
self to that gentleman, but to those who did not 
entertain so despicable an opinion of the French 
nation—to those who believed the irritation sub- | 
sisting between the two countries might be puta | 
stop to. To them he recommended theamendment | 
as aconcilatory measure. He then examined the : 
different objections which had been urged against | 
it; and insisted upon the right the House had at all | 
times to express their difference of opinion from the 
other branches of Government, since the Govern- | 
ment was made up of checks. He also advocated ; 
the.right that they had to- offer an opinion to the ; 
Executive upon important occasions, especially 
in a case in the event of which war might be in- ' 
volved. 

Mr. W. Smita said the doctrine of checks held, ; 
asit respected laws which were passed by the three | 
branches of Government, but had nothing to do | 
with business that belonged only to one or two of | 
the branches: for instance, that House had no | 
right to check the President in duties which the 
Constitution has reposed in him. But the gen- 
teman from New Jersey had introduced a new 
check—a check on the freedom of speech, when | 
particular characters were present. He did not. 
expect to have heard any such observation, par- | 
ticularly from the quarter from whence it came. ' 


: gates. 


they had refused it. Mr. S. showed, by the cor- 
respondence between Mr. Randolph and Mr. Adet, 
that there had been a perfect willingness on the 
part of our Executive to make alterations in the 


i existing treaty with that nation, agreeably to their 
‘ wishes, and that it was not owing to any thing on 


our part, that it was not done. 
All that could be said for the present amend- 


| ment was, that it was not quite so bad as the one 


negatived, for there was not a single word in this 
which altered the sense from the other. He re- 
peated the propriety of making a stipulation for 
the payment of our twelve millions of loss by spo- 
liations, which, if the French were not able to pay 
in money. they might pay in ships of war and fri- 
He did not wish France to be put upon 
the same footing with other countries, because 
there were stipulations in some of our treaties 
which he should not like to see in a French trea- 


i ty; for instance, in our treaty with Sweden, there 


was an article which had produced great incon- 
venience—he meant the embargo article. There 
was an article also in the treaty with Spain which, 
though it may not be injurious as it relates to 
that country, he should be very sorry to see in- 
serted in a French treaty. By the 16th article of 
that treaty, the Spaniards were allowed to take 
great liberties with our vessels; when their ships 
of war, in want of provisions, meet any of our 
vessels, they are allowed to take out of them such 
necessaries as they stand in need of, for which 
they give a receipt, to be paid by their Govern- 
ment agents. This liberty he should not like to 
have given to French vessels, that they might 
take provisions from our vessels in exchange tor 
a bit of paper. There was also an article in our 
treaty with Algiers, (the 12th,) which he would 
not have inserted in a French treaty, viz: “ That 
a citizen found on board an American vessel hav- 
ing no passport, shall be considered as a lawful 


| prize.” 


It was very extraordinary that gentlemen were 
continually calling the British Treaty a bad one, 
and still they wished the French to be put upon 
the same footing with the British. He would 
rather give them an equivalent in some other 
way. The gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
wished the committee to rally round the stand- 


‘ard of peace, (by which he meant the amend- 
‘ment before them.) This put him in mind of 
| the story of a recruiting sergeant, who was beating 


up for recruits when the Prince of Wales was a 
little boy, who, seeing some boys playing at mar- 
bles, in order to seduce them, said they would 
have nothing to do but to play at marbles with 


Mr. Dayton wished the gentleman to state | the Prince. He doubted not every member in 
what he had said fairly. Mr. D. repeated his ex- | that committee wished for peace; but he trusted 
pression. : they had too much discernment thus to be taken 
<Mr. W.. Smira: said members were not to be | in. 
called to account for what fell from them on that; Mr. Gatuatin said, one of the observations 
floor, and he hoped a remark of the kind would | made by the gentleman last up, he could not as- 
neveragain be made: He was not at a loss to sent to; he did not believe they were all desirous 
‘know the motive for all the anxiety which ap- ; of peace; for, if he must express his opinion, he 
peared for the passing of this amendment. The | did not believe that gentleman wished for peace. 
French had never asked for what was proposed to | Mr. G. drew this conclusion from the variety 
he granted: to them;-he would undertake to say lof contradictory objections which he had urged 
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“against the amendment. To prove that our Ex- 
= ecutive wished to have remedied the grievances 
: complained of in the British Treaty, he had read 
letters which passed between the French Minis- 
ter and the Secretary of State, in July, 1795. 
These letters were written before the British 
Treaty was ratified by the President, and there- 
fore it was not possible they could treat upon the 
articles contained in that treaty, especially as the 
powers given to Mr. Adet were given to him be- 
fore the British Treaty was known. The trans- 
action only showed, therefore, that our Executive 


was disposed to enter into a new Commercial | 
Treaty with France, more reciprocal than that of | 


1778. But the offer to treat was made—with 
whom? With a man who had no power to treat, 
and he had not heard that the Executive had sent 
over to France any person empowered to treat 
with that Government. 

But it was said this amendment was big with 
danger, as it would give to France certain pro- 
visions granted in treaties with other Powers, 
which it is not desirable she should have.. An ar- 
ticle in the Swedish Treaty was mentioned, but 
gentlemen should recollect that this was an arti- 
ticle of reciprocity; we have the same right ina 
Swedish port that Swedes have in ours; and as 
we had heard 
upon our vessels in French ports, if an 
this sort was agreed upon, it would be a great ad- 
vantage to us. The next objectionable article 


vessels, on giving a receipt. This, Mr. G. said, 
was allowed by the law of nations, if there had 
been no provision of the kind in the treaty, and 
only provided the manner of paying for what was 


abe complaints about embargoes | 
article of 


was one in the Spanish Treaty, allowing ships of 
war in distress to take out provisions from our | 


taken. As tothe Treaty with Algiers, he could | 


the same thing. The difference, it was true, was 
not very great, but was so great as to induce him 
not to give his vote for it. It consisted, he believ- 
‘ed, in this—in Mr. C’s amendments the words 
| were “on ground as favorable ;” in Mr. Dayron’s, 
| “on ground similar to.” But be thought the ex- 
| pression ambiguous. ; 

The question, on Mr. Dayron’s amendment, 
was put and carried, there being for it 52, against 
iit 47. The committee rose, and had leave to sit 
i again. 


Tuurspay, June 1. . 
ANSWER TO PRESIDENT'S SPEECH. 
| The House again resolved itself into a Com- 


| mittee of the Whole, on the reported Answer to 
| the Presidents Speech; and the Cuarrman hav- 
jing read the remaining clauses, and no further 
amendment being suggested, a motion was made 
| for the committee to rise, and report the Address, 
| with the amendments; which was accordingly 
| done. 
| The House then took up the amendments, which 
| were read at the Clerk’s table, and afterwards the 
| SPEAKER proceeded to read them, and to take the 
| sense of the House upon eath. 
|The first and secOnd were agreed to without 
| opposition ; but on the third being read, viz: the 


introduction of the following words into the Ad- 
| dress—“any sentiments tending to derogate from 
| that confidence; such sentiments, wherever en- 
| tertained, serve to evince an imperfect knowledge 
| of the opinions of our constituents,” ` 
| Mr. Sirereaves called for the yeas and nays} 
| which were taken, and stood—yeas 48, nays 46, 
t as follows : 


|" Yeas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas 


see no connection between that and the treaties | Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Samuel J. Ca- 
in question; yet, even in that treaty, free bottoms | bell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 


were allowed to make free goods. Besides, Mr. | tel phate Een Tepe eee OK Eg Pon. 


S observed, this Address was to be sent to our | ler, Nathaniel Freeman, jr, Albert Gallatin, William 
xecutive, who knew very well what was meant | B, Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, John A. 
by the expressions used in this amendment. He | Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, Da- 
charged gentlemen with endeavoring to raise the | vid Holmes, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Mat- 
rejudice of members with respect to the treaty | thew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Joseph 
in question, in order to get them to rally round | McDowell, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Josiah 
the standard of opposition to the amendment. | Parker, Elisha R. Potter, Tompson J. Skinner, Sam- 
He apologised for having so expressly charged | uel Smith, Wiliam Smith, of Pinckney District, 
the gentleman from South Carolina with not | Richard Sprigg, Jr- Richard Stanford, Thomas Sum- 
wishing for peace, but did not mean to retract the | ter, John Swanwick, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip 
expression. : | Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable 
Mr. W. Samira said, he wished to relieve the | and Robert Williams. 


penrem from the uneasiness he seemed to feel 
rom having made so direct a charge against 
him; but he would tell him, that he did not be- 
lieve (though he had said so) that if the French 
were not satisfied with the terms offered in this 
amendment, he would be willing to go to war. 
au now he thought the account settled between 
them. 

Mr. Corr said, that having brought forward a 
motion similar in its spirit to the one under con- 


sideration, which had not been seconded, and in- jr., 
“tending to vote against the present, it became ne- | ard, Thomas Sinnickson, 
cessary to give his reasons. He did not think it ! Smith, Nathaniel Smith, ‘William Smith, of Charles 


i Ways—John Allen, George Baer, jr, James A. Bay- 
' ard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, John Chap- 
| man, Christopher G. Champlin, James Cochran, Wil- 
liam Craik, Samuel W. Dana, James Davenport, John 
; Dennis, George Ege, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jon- 
athan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
| William Gordon, Roger Griswold, William B. Grove, 
| Thomas Hartley, Williem Hindman, Hezekiah L, 
| Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Bam 


| uel Lyman, James Machir, William Mathews, Daniel. 


Morgan, Harrison G. Otis, Jobn Reed, John Rutledge,” 
James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William Shep- 
Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah’. 
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-ton, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark Thom- | Mr. Sirereaves did not know that the under- 
son, John E. Van Alen, and John Williams. | standing of the House would be enlightened by 

The fourth amendment, which was of a trifling | the explanation which had been given to the mo- 
nature, was agreed to; but on the amendment | tives of the friends of the motion. He felt per- 
introduced by Mr. Dayton being read, Mr. WiL- | fectly indifferent as to the motives which might 
LIAMS proposed to add the word “justice” in one be attributed to him by certain persons. He 
part of it; but i meant this proposition to produce that concilia- 

Mr. W. Sirs said, he should propose an ; tion which appeared to be the wish of every one. 
amendment, which he supposed would supersede All were agreed that some concessions should be 
the one moved by Mr. Witutams. He wished, | made to France; but there was a difference of 
instead of directing the President to any particu- | opinion about the propriety of an interference 
lar measure, to make the expression general, | with the Executive. He thought, if this amend- 
which would remove most of the objections to ; ment took place, it would produce the effect de- 
the amendment. He wished to strike out all sired; because, if any inequality exists with re- 
that followed the word “instituted,” and insert. spect to treaties, it would be removed by this gen- 
“nor can.we too strongly express our sincere de- ‘eral expression, as well as by a particular one. 
sire that a mutual spirit of justice and accommo- ; This was his intention. He did not know how 
dation may produce a conciliation compatible’ members would vote on this occasion, but he 
with the rights, duties, and honor of our nation.” ; trusted there were those who wished France to 

Mr. Nicwoxas said, this amendment was either ; have justice done ber, who were also desirous of 
a substitute, or the same as the original motion, ; not interfering with the business of the Execu- 


which had been decided yesterday. itive. It was to meet the wishes of such gentle- 
The Sreaxer having read the motion, declared | men that he introduced this amendment. If this 
it to be out of order. | sentiment was not adopted, he should vote against 


Mr. Srreneaves said, if the motion just made | any Answer to the Speech of the President which 
was out of order, he should make one which he į should contain the sentiment introduced by the 
believed would be in order. It was to strike out amendment of the Committee of the Whole. _ 
all the words in the amendment of the Commit-| Mr. MeDoweLL said, that after having dis- 
tee of the Whole from “conciliation” to the word | cussed this question for nearly a fortnight, and 
“ exist,” and insert “justice and” before concili- | they had come to a vote upon it, an attempt was 
ation. :now made to set aside that vote in an indirect 

Mr. Gites said, that this proposition went to ; way, instead of meeting it in an open manner. 
destroy the amendment altogether: If they were : He should have been better pleased with gentle- 
to strike out that part of it which went to the : men if they hademployeda part of that time which 
placing of France on the same footing with other they had occupied in talking about the powers of 
nations, it would be inferred that they refused to : the Executive, in enlightening him with respect 
place her in that situation, and would place her tothe rights of that House. They had been told 
in a state of outlaw. He wished, if gentlemen ; that they ought not to doubt the wisdom df the 

meant this, they would declare it. : Executive—he would do what was right; but he 

“Mr. Harper thought the alarm of the gentle- ; believed the President waited for, and expected 

man last up perfectly groundless. Gentlemen had the opinion of that House. 
constantly declared that their reason for opposing: Mr. Nicuowas said, if he understood the amend- 
the words to be struck out was an unwillingness ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
to interfere with the Executive authority. They Constitutional principle, which had been so much 
Were not disposed to withhold from France what talked of, would be as much infringed, if this 
other gentlemen were disposed to give her; but _ passed.as if it stood in its present form. Hesaw 
they did not wish to give it to her in this way. no difference, as to the Executive, than this, that 
JE the present motion prevailed, the inference by an ambiguous, general expression, their mean- 
could not be that it was not the wish of the House . ing might not be understood. 
to preserve peace; the Republic of France would: Mr. Dana said, he was opposed to the amend- 
very well understand it. ment, for it might be necessary to make conces- 
Mr: Corr said, the warmth of the gentleman | sions to France, which justice did not require, bat 
from Virginia had surprised him. He denied which the interest of our country might. Mr. D. 
that France could draw any unfavorable infer- said they were possessed of two descriptions of 
énce from an agreement to the present proposi- rights, viz: rights of sovereignty, and rights 
tion: for, said he, if the Lord’s Prayer were in- which were obtained by virtue of treaty. They 
serted in our Journals. would the gentleman say | proposed to say to the President in this Address, 
it would be rejecting the Lord's Prayer to expunge “we will never surrender our rights as a na- 
sit? He refused to vote for the amendment of: tion ;” but he did not know that it would be for 
‘the Committee of the Whole, because he conceiv- | the good of the country that they should maintain 
edit was neither English nor common sense. all they possessed by treaty, and therefore he did 
. Mr. Venapte said there was no occasion for | not wish to insist upon it. And he considered 
warmth. He could suppose no-other view in gen- this Address as pledging themselves to preserve 
tlemen bringing forward the motion, except that all our other rights, which he thought it proper at 
they thought the House would vote for it, with- this time to do, especially as they had been called 
out understanding the drift of it. | upon by the President for the purpose. The ob- 
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ject of this Address was, therefore, to assure the | British keep possession of one of the mouths of 
President how far he might rely upon them. But, | our rivers, and yet we are not surprised at it be- 
if an amendment like that which was now pro- | cause we are used to it, but because one or two 
posed to be displaced, was not agreed to, the Ex- | vessels are taken by French privateers, we are 
„ecutive might suppose the House pledged to do | greatly surprised. 
more than they intended to do. He thought the| He was far from justifying the conduet of the 
` House had a Constitutional right thus to speak, | French; but he was not for making war upon 
‘because they had the right to declare war, which | them, on account of what they had done, because 
gave them this right. | he believed the French Government would disa- 
Mr. Porrer said, he voted against the amend- vow many of the injuries which had been comè 
‘ment in Committee of the Whole, not because he | mitted against us. He vindicated neither nation ; 
did not wish to put France upon the same foot- both had injured our commerce and entrenched 
‘ing with other nations, but because he did not / upon our rights. The British, said he, oblige our 
wish to give up the ground of recovering redress | vessels passing in or out of the bay of the Chesa- 
for the spoliations committed upon our com-' peake, to douse their colors; yet this nation lately 
‘merce. The same reason would induce him to | made a treaty with us! This wasnot an agreeable 
“ ‘vote for striking out the words now proposed to; thing to Americans, but they were obliged to sub- 
be struck out. He thought there had been much | mit to it. ‘He mentioned these things to show that 
unnecessary debate on this subject, about French | France was not singular in her aggressions towards 
‘party and English party. For his part, he should | this country. 
_ like such an Address best as should mortify both} Mr. BALDWIN repeated his objections to the re- 
“the most. | port, which he made yesterday, in order to show 
Mr. W.Smrru repeated his reasons for opposing | the propriety of disagreeing to strike out the words 
the amendment in Committee of the Whole, and | in question. 
- ‘was of opinion that the thing was not clearly un-| „ Mr. Oris did not think it necessary to go into 
-derstood even by its friends. The Committee of} a comparative view of the outrages committed 
the Whole having, however, declared that France | against the commerce of this country by the 
shouid be placed upon the same ground with other | British and French. _ He believed the House was 
: nations, he saw no reason for carrying the matter ; tired of such repetitions. The gentleman from 
any further, by inserting it in the Address to be| Maryland had told them that the British had 
presented to the President. He thought the mat- | taken a cargo of old women. The French army 
ter might very well rest here, and introduce the and conventions had been introduced amongst 


words “ mutual spirit and justice” into the Ad-| them by turns, and now the gentleman had 
dress. If they must, however, suggest to the Ex-| brought forward the old women; whatever effect 
ecutive, he did not think they ought to confine | the former might have had upon their debates, he 
themselves to making concessions to France. In-| knew of none this cargo could produce. The 
deed it was contradictory to speak of mutual con- | question, he said, was now reduced to a narrow 
‘ciliation, and propose nothing to be done by! compass, viz: to a proposition to insert general 
France. If gentlemen insisted upon this amend- | words in the place of particular ones. Both were 
ment as passed yesterday, he should think it his | intended to have the same effect, and the object 
-duty to propose that France should be called upon | of the present amendment was to produce concil- 
to do justice, by inserting, “and a disposition on. iation. It had been insinuated that gentlemen 
he part of France to redress the injuries commit- | who voted for the amendment of yesterday could 
“ted against the United States.” not vote for this; but he thought they might with 
Mr. S. Smira charged the gentleman last j| propriety do it, and, by thus acting, escape the 
up with repeating the same observations over | danger of encroaching on the duty of the Bxeeu- 
“and over again. Mr. S. denied that the privilege | tive. It had been relied upon, that because the 
` of coming into our ports with their prizes was any | Legislature had power to declare war, erga, this 
‘longer serviceable to the French, since they were | House has a right to decide upon what terms, it 
“not permitted to sellthem. Under these circum- | will be willing to declare war. He did-not think 
¿ stances, he said, the French would not bring their | the Constitution ever intended such a dialogueto 
‘prizes into our ports. Did Great Britain, beasked,| be held with the Executive; for the House: of 
f beep her Treaty in this respect ? No, she did not. | Representatives and Senate might disagree, and 
Jt was true she did not bring her prizes into our | therefore it was a thing not to be anticipated. 
sea-ports; but she brought them into our rivers | Though he was charged with being of the: war 
and bays, and then sent them to Halifax. But, | party, yet he did not know that he should be wil- 
‘because the French had come upon our coast with ae to go to war, even if the present negotiation 
some vessels of war, it had been accounted a very | were to fail; indeed, he thought the particular 
extraordinary thing—though the British ships of proposition more threatening than any other, But 
„War are constantly on our coast. Indeed, he said, | it had been said that if the present motion passed, 
“they had just taken the brig Liberty, from Phila- | France would be in a state of outlaws If such’ 
ens and a schooner from. Baltimore, (which | consequences could be seriously charged upon- 


were returning home to Cape Francois, which | cup of indignation must be filled to the brim. 0 
Were. sent to Halifax. These vessels of the! Mr. Venarie denied that the proposition now 


e saw with pleasure set sail,) laden with some | the passing of a motion of. this kind, what sities” eS 
milies, chiefly old women and children, who | tion, he asked, were we in? It séemed as if the res 


`- struckout, there would be an objection on the 


war. =- He would: rather pay for them. But. he 


-fice would- not be-necessary. “Th ntleman 
- from Maryland: charged gentlemen: with wishing |: 


stors, men of character, who it could not be doubt- 
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moved was to the same effect as the one intend- | ried the question in a Committee of the Whole, 
ed to be struck out. If it were so, indeed, he į that the matter had gone far enough. So that 
would ask why gentlemen were so anxious to | gentlemen having yesterday agreed to what they 
have it passed? What did gentlemen mean by | thought right, might to-day agree to what they 
conciliation? He believed they meant this— | believed to be wrong. He could not conceive 
Come over to. our side. The gentleman last | that this kind of argument could operate upon the 
up had the other day said, let gentlemen de- | House. eat 

scend from their pride and opinion, and come and Mr. Gatiatin had no objection to the word 
rally round us. This was a peculiar kind of mo- | “justice” being introduced into the amendment, 
‘desty which that gentleman seemed to possess, | but not as a substitute for what, was meant to be 
and he wished him to keep it. struck out. He looked upon the amendment as 

Mr. Dennis said, admitting that the words as | of two parts, the first to strike out the words re- 
they. stand are not unconstitutional, he could not | lative to putting France upon a footing equal with 
see why gentlemen should be so tenacious of | other nations; the second, to introduce the senti- 
them. It seemed as if they were distrustful of | ment that a mutual spirit of justice will produce 
the Executive. They were told by the publie accommodation. He was against the first part, 
prints that the President had appointed negotia- | and in favor of the other. The question to strike 
out was the main question reserved. He wished 
the yeas and nays to be taken upon it. 

Mr. Srrereaves could not suffer misrepresenta- 
tion to pass unnoticed. It had been said that this 
amendment was connected with other parts of 
the Address, and that by agreeing to it, the House 
pledged themselves to support the existing treaty 
between this country and France. This he show- 
ed was not so. He also referred to what had 
been said by Mr. Dawa on the subject of rights, 
from whom he disagreed. He insisted that this 
amendment had nothing to do with respect to 
approving any past measures of Government; 
all it was intended to do was, to conciliate the 
different opinions in the House on this subject. 

Mr. Gorpon said, it seemed to be insinuated 
no gentleman could be in favor of. this amend- 
ment, except such as were averse to putting 
France on the same footing with other nations; 
but he would say, that though he wished France 
to be so placed, and though he felt as much grat- 
itude for the assistance which France had afford- 
ed this country in the time of her need as any 
other gentleman, yet he was in favor of the mo- 
tion to strike out, because he would avoid all 
appearance of any interference with the Execu- 
tive ; as he knew how easily opinions slided into 
advice, advice into precedent, and precedent into 
mischievous effects. He differed in opinion from 
the gentleman from Connecticut on the subject of 
rights, and the construction he put upon it, 

Mr. Nicwovas did not wish the present. ques- 
tion to depend upon nice distinctions. ‘He wished 
gentlemen to recollect that it was not the object 
of the amendment reported to make war, but to 
prevent war. That House, he insisted, had a 
right to say it will not declare war, except such 
and such things are done. They had the power 
of preventing war without consulting the Senate. 
They could say they would have peace. 

The question for striking out was taken—yeas 
49; nays.50, as follows: $ : 


ed would do their duty, and that they were actu- 
ated by a disposition to heal the differences. be- 
tween the French Republic and this country. He 
believed: there was a majority in that House who 
wished to depend ypon the Executive. He could 
only see one reason for the conduct of gentlemen 
on this occasion, and that was, that they were 
afraid the Executive would do right, and acquire 
too much reputation. They want it to appear to 
the world that it was they who delivered their 
country from the danger with which it was 
‘threatened. Much, he observed, had been said 
about the rights of that House; he did not mean 
to go into the subject, but he would ask whether, 
if the Executive. should unnecessarily draw the 
‘country into war, would that House, when. war 
was raging among us, refuse to appropriate money 
for carrying it on? They certainly would not. 
~All would unite in repelling the danger. 

. Mr. Gives hoped that by this time gentlemen 
hadgot rid of their Constitutional scruples, as 
this proposition involved in it an interference 
with the Executive in an equal degree with that 
it.was meant to supersede. It would also have 
‘an operation upon the next clause of the Address, 
which asserted that the conduct of Government 
has been-just and impartial to foreign nations, 
which wentas well to France, with respect to her 
‘treaties, “as to other Governmental acts. This 
‘was.the difference between the. two propositions. 
Indeed, if it were only a substitute for the words 


threshold» Fhe object was, were they willing to 
make some concession for the sake of peace? He 
would rather give up the spoliations than go to 
trusted; if our negotiators pores ito. do. justice 
to France with respect to her treaties, this sacri- 


‘to'deprive the President of the. reputation of ac- 


‘> Yzas—John Allen, George Baer, jr., James A. Bay- 
4 ard, Theophilus Bradbury, David: Brooks, John Chap- 
_| Bian, Christopher G. Champlin; James Cochran, Joshua 

Coit, William “Craik, James Davenport, John Dennis, 
: omas: Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster | Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 

oodrich; William’ Gordon; Roger Griswold, Wiliam 
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Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hart- 
ley, William Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James 
` H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James 
Machir, William Mathews, Daniel Morgan, Harrison 
G. Otis, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, John Rutledge, 


jr, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sin- | 


nickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathan- 
iel Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, George 
Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, John E. 
Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and John Williams. 

Waxs—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas 
Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Samuel J. Ca- 
bell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
Samuel W. Dana, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, William Findley, 
John Fowler Nathaniel Freeman, jr., Albert Gallatin, 
William B. Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Ha- 
vens; David Holmes, Walter Jones, Edward Living- 
ston, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Ma- 
con, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Mil- 
ledge, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, 
James Schureman, Thompson J. Skinner, Samuel 
Smith, William Smith, of Pinckney District, Richard 
Sprigg, jr Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumpter, John 
Swanwick, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, and 
Robert Williams. 

Mr. Krrrera wished to offer an amendment_ 
It appeared to him that the expression of “mu 
tual spirit of conciliation,” was improper, as the 
passage of the Address now stood, without any 
thing being stipulated to be done on the part of 
France. He therefore proposed to add the fol- 
lowing words, viz: “ to compensate for any injury 
done to our neutral rights, and on the part of.” 

Mr. Harper thought this proposition made bad 


| tive to it. 


ceived it to be for the interest of this country to 
do so. He should vote against the proposition, 
because, if the French refused to comply with 
the condition, war must be the consequence. He 
wished the question could be avoided, because he 
saw no benefit that could arise from a decision 
upon it. : 

Mr. Bayarp was surprised, that after it had 
been agreed that it should be recommended to 
the President to make certain concessions. to 
France, that gentlemen should be opposed to any 
provision in favor of our own citizens. If the 
French, said he, complain of inequality with:re- 
spect to treaties, how much more reason have 
our citizens. to complain of the spoliations com- 
mitted upon their commerce? He thought this 
amendment calculated to make a bad thing better. 

Mr. Venasce was apprehensive that a decision 
upon this question would be a real injury to the 
claimants ; because, if any thing was done which 
would prevent an accommodation, these claims 
would stand ona worse footing than at present. 
He should be sorry to be obliged to vote upon the 
question, but, if he did vote, he must give his nega- 
There were two hazards to be run;. if 
it were negatived, it would appear as if. compen- 
sation was not expected, and if carried, and. the 
French refused compliance, war would be the 
consequence. = 

Mr. NıcnoLas wished gentlemen to consider. 
what a serious barrier they were putting in the 
way of the peace of the country—a clog; which, 
if persisted in, must lead to war. It was possible, 
he said, they might have carried their zeal too far, 
but what was it to effect? The peace of the coun- 
try; whilst the zeal of their opponents led to war. 


worse. They had been contending for a long | He felt this question of so important a nature, 
time against interfering with the Executive, and | and, in his opinion, so improper to be decided, 
now they were about to extend that interference. | that he should move the previous question 
For himself. the same motive which led him to 


oppose the former motion would lead him to op- | 
pose this, as he never could vote for a proposition 
of this sort. 

Mr. Kirrera hoped the yeas and nays would 
be taken upon the question. He was against giv- 
ing advice to the President as much as any one; 
but if they were to give it, he would make it as 
consistent as possible, and at the same time that 
attention was paid to concessions to France, he 
was not willing to forget our own citizens. 

Mr. Gites said this proposition would serve to 
perplex the business instead of dissipating dif- 
ficulties.. We were to demand from France com- 
pensation for spoliations, or what? We will go to 
war, for that must be the consequence. 

Mr. GautaTin was in hopes this. -proposition 
would not have been brought before the House, 
for, if they voted in favor òf this resolution, would 
it not be putting themselves in a situation of say- 
ing, if you do not allow compensation for these 
injuries, we will seek redress in another way; 
and if they vote 


he. resolution, it would 
appear as if they in bandon the claim. ; 
Being fotced, howe’ in one way or.the 
other, he must vote a 
making certain concess 


pause. be con- 


` He was in favor | be 


upon it. 

This motion being supported by five members, 
(according to the rules of the House,) the ques- 
tion now became, “Shall the main question now 
be put ?” : 

Mr. Harper said, if no other good could be ef- 
fected by this motion, it had produced declara- 
tions in favor of the Executive from all sides of 
the House. He left it, however, to the ingenuity 
of gentlemen who voted in favor of the former 
proposition, to show why they voted against this. 
He noticed what had fallen from a gentleman 
from Virginia, with Ay m to supporting the 
Executive; he believed the best way of, support- 
the Executive was to leave him to himself. 

r. Gies said, when gentlemen were them- 
selves turning round, they were apt to believe all 
the world was doing so. He thought there would 
indeed be inconsistency for any member to bein. 
favor of both ‘propositions. He. was in favor of 
peace, not because valuable to a foreign.country, 
but because- valuable to American. citizens, and 
he thought the mode he and his friends hadad- 
vocated= was the only one. to secure it. Hebe- 
lieved the business of spoliations should be left to > 
e- settled by the. President, in the: besteway he 
eould doit. 20559 Seg Se ee 


in 
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Mr. Arren thought gentlemen seemed too | which he believed would have had the desired 
much disposed to lay this country at the feet of | effect. He did not think it was the business of 
France. If the Address were examined, it would | that House to take into consideration the losses 
be found that we only cherish a hope that France | sustained by our merchants from the spoliations 
would compensate our wrongs. Surely, he said, | of the French; if they chose to run risks, they 
this cannot give offence. - must take the consequences. But the question 

Mr. Gorpon was in favor of peace, and still in | having been brought before the House, if it were 
favor of what gentlemen had called a war motion, | negatived our merchants would have a claim upon 
and against what they called a peace motion. Government for their losses. He wished, there- 

Mr. Livineston was against the main question | fore, to have kept the subject out of sight, since 
being put, because he was afraid, if it were put, | our citizens would not like to be taxed to pay for 
it would ‘be lost. He saw no impropriety in the'| these spoliations. It was the opinion of one part 
motion; it would be no clog upon the negotiation, | of the House, that the proposition for placing 
because it must' be made apart of it. But the | France on an equal footing with other nations 
losing the amendment would have a bad effect; | would have the effect to preserve usin peace; he 
and he-believed it would be lost, because, if gen- | wished, therefore, that it should go out unclogged. 
tlemen acted consistently who voted against the | He hoped the mover would withdraw his mo- 
former amendment, they must vote against this | tion; he thought it would be a conciliatory step, 
also. © and his proposition, he was of opinion, would an- 
- Mr,Gooprica ‘said, that as they had assumed | swer every purpose. 
the right of advising the President, he wished at | | Mr. SewaLL would not have troubled the House 
least as’ much respect to be paid to the claims of | on this question, but that part of his constituents 
our fellow-citizens as to those of the French Re- | being interested in the question, he felt himself 

public: called upon to make a few remarks upon it. If 
` i Mr; Srrañeaves saw the difficulty in which | this motion had not been brought forward; he 

gentlemen were placed, which was, either to | himself shouid have thought it his duty to have 
abandon the claims of their fellow-citizens, or | introduced something of the sort, since the former 
their: own. views, and he had no doubt in saying | amendment was carried. He did not think with 
that.an endeavor to get rid of the question, was | the gentleman last up, that. the bare admitting: of 
an endeavor to ‘abandon those claims. As it was | the question would pledge them to pay for the 
not an ‘ultimatum, it: would not be called a war | spoliations.. He was of opinion that merchants 
proposition. carrying on trade, under the sanction of the Gov- 
`: Mr. N. Smrra. said, the argument of the gen- | ernment, were entitled to protection, and to be 
tleman: from: New York was a-singular one; be- | shielded from insult every where; but he did not 
cause, if the previous question was carried, it | understand that this protection went to the mak- 
would ‘amount to a negative. d ing good of losses, but only to protect them with 

Mr. Brent defended the argument of the gen- | the public force in their defence. The injuries 

tleman from New York. committed against them might, indeed, be so 

“Mr. Swanwick spoke at some length, as to the | great as to be a just cause of war, or of a partial 

finesse which had been used on this occasion; as | war of retaliation, or for a call upon the nation 
it appeared, he said, that.it was the wish of gen- | committing the injury for redress. It had been 
tlemen‘to carry this proposition for the sake only | denied, when the former question was under con- 
of defeating both, when the vote came to be taken | sideration, that they were dictating any terms. to 
on: both together. If both propositions could be | the Executive. It was then said that they were 
carried, ‘he ‘should be in favor of both; but he | only about to offer him their opinon; but now, 
could- not consent to vote for this, in order to | when only a single article was to be added in be- 
give gentlemen an opportunity of defeating the | half of our fellow-citizens, it is said to be an ulti- 
others ns matum. This was changing of ground, and 

‘Mr. VENABLE again expressed his embarrass- | brought the amendment, which he did not think 

Mente e very hurtful before, to give them the power of 

“MN making peace or war in the country ; they might 
force the Executive and Senate into a war against 
their inclination. The Constitution had provided 
otherwise: the Executive was to take measures 
for preserving peace. This was sufficient to show | 
the absurdity of undertaking the business. If, | 
said Mr. S. gentlemen refuse to consider the 
question, it will bedding insult: to injury upon 
our fellow-citizens. A‘treaty without this stipu- 
lation would be absurd: “Was the President to go 
ton with-the idea that the. only suggestion in this 
Answer was the ground -on which ‘he was to go? 
fso; and he were to-do.any thing more, and war 

re e the consequence, he would have’ to 


: V: SMmitH saidas- the hour of adjournment 
-was arrived, and: the debate did not appear to be 
"exhausted, he moved to adjourn. 


Fripay, June 2. 


_ ANSWER TO. PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. — 
o Tbe House again took up the subject of the 
` Answer to the Presidents Speech.: The follow- 


> extricate the House from the difficulty, | bear the opprobrium. = = = oe 
‘he had’ proposed to insert the word “justice,” | ° Gentlemen said-they-had no objection to this =; 
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amendment, provided-it was not an ultimatum ; | of trading to what the French called Rebel ports, 
che had-noidea that it could be so considered. It! in the West Indies, and when the French took 
was the more hazardous, since (as he before ob- | our vessels going tc those ports, would it be right 
-served) he believed that no steps which they | to go to war to get redress? No neutral Power 
-eould take would secure peace. With respect to | was permitted to trade with this country when we 
the consistency of members who voted against | were declared by Great Britain to be Rebels. Ves- 
hé former amendment, from Constitutional seru- | sels taken in going to British islands, in the West 
“ples, voting in favor of this, he always held it ; Indies, would be looked upon as regular captures; 
good, that when a measure was carried to their; but those captured in going to the Rebel- ports, 
: wishes, they ought to endeavor, in justice to them- | could not be expected to be compensated. He 
selves and their constituents, to prevent the thing | knew the French had taken vessels bound to these 


from doing as little injury as possible ; and, upon 
‘this ground, he should vote for the main question, 
‘and against the previous one. 
: Mr. Wititams (after leave was obtained to 
speak a second time to a previous question, which 
“was obtained by every member who spoke twice 
zon this question) observed, that there seemed to 
be'a- difficulty in so amending the Address as to 
attend to the claims of their fellow-citizens, with- 
out appearing to impair their desire for peace. In 
order to promote conciliation in the House, he 
‘should move to recommit the Address and amend- 
ments to the Select Committee: who prepared it, 
and, if he were successful, he should move to add 
some new members to it. 
The motion was put and negatived, there being 
only 24 votes in favor of it: 
: Mr. S. Smiry said that, in the language of Mr. 
Barras, they presented a novel spectacle to the 
orld.. They had been called together by the 
«President to do some act, but they were wasting 
‘that time which should be employed in effectual 
‘Mmeasures—how? To get clear of what he could 
‘not tell how to get clear of, without a recommit- 
ment. The object of calling Congress together 
‘was to take into consideration the spoliations 
committed upon our commerce, and the indigni- 
ties shown to our Minister. They had proofs of 
the latter fact, but none of the former. He had 
mentioned this the other day, when the Secretary 
of State was present, expecting that he would 
ave remedied the deficiency. He would again 


omplaint, they had documents before them. At 


made by Mr. Skipwith long ago, and which were 
a train of settlement, could not now be the 
object, but something recent. He wished to 
< know whether these were irregular depredations 
or regular captures. They had been told of cer- 
tain claims of our merchants. He asked what 
they were. It-was true that a number of mer- 
chants (and he amongst them) had contracted 
ith M. Fauchet and ‘others to deliver flour in 
rance, and:some of them had got paid and others 
t. Many-of their vessels had been, it was true, 
roperly embargoed in French ports, for which 
had claimed payment; whether it would be 
ed or not he knew not. He trusted they. 
rere not to go-to. war to obtain this payment. 
He ‘was persuaded:.that when the ‘Treasury of 
E nto a better state than it was at pre- 
t, that ; 
ar was to be gone into, there would-be an-end 
j Armericans-had been in. the habit 


present they had none, for the representations | 


regular ports; but he also knew that their num- 
bers were small, and that, instead of twelve mil- 
lions, it might be found that there had not been 
to the amount of half a million, or a million: at 
most, taken in this way. And, said he, shall.we 
go to war to recover this? He trusted not, but 
that the same course would be followed. which. 
had been taken with respect to British spolia- 
tions. At that time a negotiator was sent over 
to Great Britain to settle the business (and a proz 
per person he was, since it was always wise in 
such cases to send persons who are well known 
| to have a friendly disposition for the nation with 
whom they go to man) He wondered that the 
Secretary of State should have left the gentleman 
from South Carolina to refer them to Mr. Skip- 
with’s documents. The man who carried: on 
trade from this country with British ports (which, 
was. mostly the case at Philadelphia and New 
York) was subject to French spoliations. He 
who traded to French ports was in like manner 
subject to the spoliations of the British.. Both 
countries plundered us. [Mr. Harper wished to 
have interrupted Mr. Smrra; but Mr. S. would 
not give way, he said, to a man who had told 
| him, the other day, he knew what he was going 
| to say better than he did before he uttered his 
words. Besides, he knew it was the practice in 
county courts to endeavor to confuse a speaker by 
interruption, but he had been too long in public 
life to be thus affected. } : 
The Speaker said, any member had a right to 


say, when British spoliations were the subject of | call another to order. Mr. Harper said he did 


not mean to call the gentleman to order, “Then,” 
replied the Speaker, “You, sir, are out of order.” 
Mr. Smitu proceeded. He said he had lately. 
seen papers, which he meant to lay before the 
Secretary of State, from which he found that 
orders had been issued in April-last, by Admiral 
Harvey and General Simcoe, for taking all Awer- 
ican vessels bound for Hispaniola, and to carry: 
them into Cape Nichola Mole. He had mentions. 
ed, on a former occasion, the manner in which - 
Colonel Talbot had been treated by the British. 
Admiral; the gentleman from South Carolina at; 
that time apologised. for his conduct, by saying 
Colonel Talbot had behaved improperly. He now 


merchants:would: be paid; but if | spoliations. . 


informed that gentleman, that, so far. from. this, 

Colonel Talbot was not permitted to speak to the ©. 

Admiral. ; 9 P A ede Sess 
The indignity shown to: our. Minister, Mr. 


said, seemed. to be more dwelt: upon ‘than the 


But. suppose, sald he, we -were-to 
complain to the French Government, might not=) 
M: Delacroix say, “ What injury has been doneto: 
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you? your Minister could not diplomatically be 
reéeived, since our Minister had been recalled— 
you have merely mistaken an article in diplomatic 
proceedings.” Suppose this were found to be the 
case: the complaint would then only be, “You 
did not show a sufficient degree of politeness to 
our Minister.” The answer might be, “ We told 
him he might remain among us subject to the 
same laws with other strangers.” And surely, 
said Mr. S., we who are tenacious of our own 
laws, shall not refuse to respect those of other 
countries. He confessed he was no diplomatic 
man, but he supposed this might be the course 
such a complaint would take. - 

With respect to the previous question, it ap- 

peared to him when principles had been fully de- 
termined upon, and an attempt was made to set 
them: aside, this was the best way of preventing 
the measure. If the gentlemen who supported 
the: proposition would vote for the whole, when 
amended; he would also vote for it; if not, he 
would vote for the previous question ; because he 
did not like tricking. 
“Mr. Harper was not surprised that the gentle- 
man last up should have so far wandered from the 
subject; nobody who knew him would be sur- 
prised.. From what he had said, he should have 
thought the motion before the House had been a 
call-upon the Secretary ot State for papers. The 
reason why the papers the gentleman mentioned 
were not before them, was, they had not been asked 
for.: He looked with contempt upon what the 
gentleman had said about the practice of county 
courts; he thought it indicative of his want of 
sense and good manners. - 

‘Mr. Ruriepes wished to make an observation, 
which; though not strictly in order, he trusted he 
should be. permitted to make, as it was in refer- 
ence to what had fallen from the gentleman last up. 

The Speaker said he could not be permitted to 
proceed with remarks not in order. 

Mr. W. Smita supposed, that as the gentleman 
from Maryland had been permitted to make his 
observations, a reply-to them ought to be allowed. 
“ The Speaxer said, the remark of the gentle- 
man: from South Carolina was equally out of 
order. [He read the rule.] The gentleman hav- 
ing set out with saying what he should offer 
would not be in order, it was his duty to stop him. 
Heshould ask leave of the House for him to 
proceed, Leave was asked and given. 

: Mr. Rurieper observed, the gentleman had 
frequently called for documents with respect to 
spoliations.. The gentleman could not have read 
the documents on the the table, without seeing 
Major Mountflorence’s papers on that subject, 
which not only confirmed the taking of vessels, 
put-also the resuscitation of an old law requiring 
the protection of seamen to be countersigned by 
“the officers: of Government. . He should vote 
against the previous question; nor should he 
‘think he ‘acted inconsistently in doing this. He 
“disliked the thing; but he was for lessening the 
“evillas’much as he could, which was a common 
passing of bills... Hf the amendment. was 
“heshould-vote for the whole. 2 = 47 


` COU! 
adopted; 


Mr. S. Smrra answered, that he had noticed 
the documents which had been mentioned, when 
he was up the other day. i 

Mr. Craik thought there was no necessity for 
further proof of the spoliations committed upon 
our commerce by the French, than they had be- 
fore them. He thought it right that the stipula- 
tion in favor of our citizens should be added, and 
that the attempt to get rid of it by the previous 
question was unfair, as a refusal to consider the 
subject would amount to a justification of the 
spoliations, and to a denial of the right of our citi- 
zens to satisfaction. He denied that there was 
any danger of a war in consequence of the French 
refusing to make the satisfaction here mentioned; 
nor could he conceive gentlemen need to be 
alarmed for the loss of the amendment when 
amended. 

Mr. Nicuouas said, it was his wish to offer 
France the concession already agreed upon, for 
the sake of peace, and at the same time to con- 
vince them that they had nothing to expect from. 
any party in this country, (which it appeared they 
had been led to believe,) in support of any unjus- 
tifiable claim. ‘The amendment which had been. 
agreed to, he thought well calculated to produce 
this effect ; as it declared what these Frenchmen, 
(as they have been stigmatised,) were willing. to 
do ; but now gentlemen came forward and wished 
to tack another proposition to this, viz., that com- 
pensation should be made for spoliations com- 
mitted upon our citizens. It was not doubted that 
this was a proper subject of negotiation; but 
when they saw the zeal which was shown by the 
Executive in favor of our own claims, they did 
not suppose these would be forgotten; but they 


think it possible. from the complexion of the’ : 


Speech of the President, and the reported Answer 
to it, that it was possible the concession’ which 
they had introduced might. not be attended to. 
They wished, therefore, as they believed the peace 
of the country depended upon it, to express’ their 
wishes on that subject; but if the subject of spo- 
liations was introduced in the way proposed, it 


would be to say, “we will have satisfaction for 4 


spoliations, or we will not treat ;” for, said he, it gq 


is either a sine qua non, or it is not; if it were, 
he apprehended war would be the consequence; if 
it were not, it could not be of any use, but would 
destroy the claims of the merchants. He denied 
that gentlemen averse to this proposition were 
averse to obtaining redress for the merchants; 
their object was peace, and they did not wish to clog 


the negotiation with any thing which might pre- < 


vent a continuance of that-blessing to-our country. 
Mr. N. defended himself and those who voted with 


him from the charge of being friends:of France. q 


He believed they- could challenge gentlemen on 


the other side to show that they had more:reason. 


tobe attached to this country than.they;.he 
thought. their fortunes were as stable, their. do- 
mestic comforts as great, as were those of other 
gentlemen. < 9S Fs ros ae 
~ Mr. N- was proceeding-on this:subject, but was 


> 


| ealled to order... 


‘Mr. Oris said, he was not deterted from giving 
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his opinion on this subject, from the high respon- 
sibility which was attached to it; he hoped that 


the main question would be put. 
brought to a decision on this question, it was not 
: the fault of gentlemen on his side. It appeared to 
“him, there could only be three reasons for wishing 
-tò postpone a decision upon the main question ; 
“they were, that gentlemen were ready to abandon 
the spoliations altogether, or that it was inexpe- 
dient to enter into the discussion of them at pre- 
sent, or they were not prepared to enter upon it. 
“With respect to the first, he could not believe any 

gentleman wished seriously to give up the claims. 
` As tothe second, he believed it would have been 
inexpedient, if they had not gone certain lengths; 
‘but, if they were to dictate to the President one 
set.of terms, he wished to add something to them 
which would render them less exceptionable. 
But this was called a war proposition, a trammel- 
ling of the Executive. A-war proposition! said 
Mr. O., to hope for a redress of. wrongs! Was it 
ever criminal to expressa hope? Hope, the con- 
solation of the wretched—hope, which the male- 
factor at the bar may entertain without offending 
his judge! If this were the case, we were at 
the last extremity of humiliation. But it would 
trammel the Executive! If it were not a serious 
subject, said he, could any man help smiling, that 
those men, who had advocated the equality clause, 
should complain of this? If gentlemen, added 
: Mr. O., will knock down the Executive, on one 
side and the other, it would be necessary for him 
to have.a prop, at some future period, to support 
‘himself, either by means of corruption or by 
force. But, he believed, if they did not encroach 
upon his prerogatives, he would be able to support 
himself. 

But gentlemen were unprepared to meet the 
question. Why unprepared? Because we want 
documents. But, added he, suppose there were 
“no evidence, or that the fact was not true, where 
would be the danger of hoping redress? What 
member of the Executive Directory could com- 
plain of this? It would only be a vain hope, such 
as many of them were in the habit of indulg- 
ing, and which he had never heard was insulting. 
But would the gentleman from Maryland go back 
to Baltimore, and say there were no documents? 
Were there not depredations committed, and at 
this hour committing, upon the property of his 
constituents? They would not permit him to 
doubton the subject; they would say to him, 
Look at the tears of the widows and children; our 
injuries stare every one in the face; they are felt 
n the heart of every man. 

Another reason for adding this clause is, he did 
otdecide that compensation and concession should 
go hand in hand, but he would not decide the con- 
trary; and if they were called upon to respond to 

e. part: of the Speech and not the other, they 
ould -be understood ‘to: say they. should not go 
and: in hand; for, aceording to a legal maxim, 
‘he designation of one thing was the exclusion 

ther.” -He believed it would be seen by this 
ote, therefore, who were the friends of the mer- 
5th Con.—8 


| 
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chants and who were not. - He denied that there 
was any trap intended by this question. He pro=` 


the previous question would not prevail, but that | fessed it his intention to vote for both proposi- 
If they were | tions. : 5 


Mr. GALLATIN said the question had assumed 
somewhat of a different shape since yesterday, as 
several gentlemen had expressed their. intention ° 
of voting for both propositions. . This would have: 
induced him to vote for the amendment, for the 
sake of conciliation, if he had not strong objec- ° 
tions. toit. Therefore, when he stated his reasons 
for voting against the main question, he did it: 
that they might be answered, if they were not: 
well founded. Bay PN 

The gentlemen who supported this amendment. 
said, Surely we can have no objection-to express 
a hope.. If no more was expressed, there could: 
not be a single objection to it: ae 

Gentlemen needed not to have told them there. : 
was no degradation in expressing ahope. If it was 
nothing more, it would be an unnecessary thing. 
But the amendment proposed not only hoped ‘that 
such a disposition would exist, but it went onto: 
say that that disposition would produce an accom- : 
modation. It was to this he objected. He-consi- 
dered it in the shape of an uléimatum.. [twas the: | 
condition of the hope that it would produce 
accommodation. — If that disposition was not found 
on the part of France, there was no hope of ac- 
commodation. This appeared to him- to be the 
literal meaning of the amendment. _ He might-be * 
mistaken ; he wished a different construction could: 
be given toit. Mr. G. mentioned several cola- 
teral reasons for believing that this was the con- 
struction intended to be given to it. 

If, said Mr. G., this proposition was meant as 
an ultimatum, it would doubtless strengthen the 
hands of the Executive. If they were prepared: 
to say, that except the French will pay the amount - 
of the spoliations committed upon our commerce, 
we will go to war, it would have an effect. Be-. 
ing, however, a doubtful thing, was a sufficient: 
reason for his voting in favor of the previous ques- 
tion. He denied that it was the same thing to. 
say they would not take up the subject as to nega- 
tive it, since to decline the consideration of itat 
present would not be to abandon ite > <o us 

Mr. Dana said he was perfectly satisfied with 
the vote which he had given on the proposition: 
for placing France on the same footing with‘other’. 
nations. He, notwithstanding, acknowledged tke: 
obligation he was under to those gentlenien who 
seemed to express solicitude at the dilemma: 
which they supposed those who. voted «for that.. 
question were now placed. However, the solie 
tude of gentlemen on this account was misapplied, 
as to himself, as he did not wish:to evade a vote 
upon the main question. He should therefo 
vote against the previous question.” -= ai 

It had been said that if the proposition n 
proposed to be introduced was carried, it would: 
either pledging the House to go to-war, or amount» 


If he thought it would pledge them ta gò 
if not acceded. to, he should: be againstit™ The : 
question having been brought up, if-n0 ‘decision 4 
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was had upon it, it might be supposed that the 
House did not consider that any injury had been 
done to our neutral rights. In case we were dis- 
posed to go to war, if this hope was not complied 
with, we should go on to state we should proceed į 
to act accordingly against France. . To suppose 
the expressing of the hope, in the way proposed, 
would. be offensive to France, was perfectly hu- 
miliating. France, said he, has violated our neu- 
tral rights, and he hoped she would, at least, pay 
our merchants the amount of their losses; and he 
would have expressed this hope if the former 
amendment had not been agreed to. It was say- 
ing no more than that we hoped the Freneh would 
be honest. i 
Me. W. Smita theught it his duty, as represent- 
ing a large commercial city, to express his senti- 
ments on this oceasion. He denied that the con- 
struction put upon the proposed amendment by 
Mr. GALLATIN was.a just one. It meant no more, 
he said, than to express a hope that the French 
would have a disposition to make the injuries 
done to our neutral rights a subject of negotiation. 
‘They had been often told of the justice and mag- į 
nanimity of the French nation, (he believed, by 
that gentleman;) and he trusted they would not 
be so unjust, so atrocious, as, because we express 
a hope that they will do this. to make war upon us. 
Mr. GaLLarin interrupted Mr. S. to say that he 
‘had never made use of such sentiments; he had 
never spoken of the French making war upon us. 
He never said the expressing a hope would be an 
ultimatum. He made two propositions of the 
question, (which he explained as before.) He 
never said anything either about the justice or 
magnanimity of the French nation. 

Mr. W. Smira said he would not interrupt the 
gentleman, because he expected be would con- 
firm what he had asserted. Mr. S. said he was 
first endeavoring to show how it would operate 
with respect to France; because, if that nation 
was sò great and just as she was reported to be, 
there would be no danger of war on her part; 
and he ‘was going to show how far war was likely 
to take place on our part. In order to support his 
argument, the gentleman must show that we 
pledged ourselves to go to war. There was no 
such:thing, and he denied that any such idea ex- 
isted. No gentleman objected to negotiate; nay, 
it-was. known that a nomination had taken place 

-above-stairs of negotiators. 
They. were. now, Mr. S. said, doing the busi- 
~ ness “of the other departments of Government; 
but, as it chad been so determined, they must 
consider themselves as in their situation. . He 
~ therefore supposed that House as forming a coun- 
--¢i-to the President... He supposed that the Presi- 
dent might be in the chair, and they were advis- 
ing him how to-act.. He. asked their opinion. 
< Inthe first place, said he, we answer, you must 
concede to France the article respecting free 
“ships, @c: Other: gentlemen. say, that is not all, 
you mustospeak-of -spoliations. They sit down, 
- and. begitr to“draw the articles of instruction for. 
~ the negotiators: They first_mention the conces- 
< Sion with respect to. the: British Treaty; but, 


ni annette neat ements 


say other gentlemen, you must add a hope that 
payment will be made for spoliations; but they 
answer, no; you must not ask France for this, 
that would be an ultimatum. This, said Mr. S., 
would be our situation. He denied, however, 
that such a proposition was any more than ex» 
pressing a hope that the spoliations would become 
a feature in the negotiation. 

Gentlemen asked, why triumph in their dilem- 
ma? There was no doubt they were in one; they 
confessed it. And why? Because they did not 
wish to make this claim. Why did not they 
wish it? It was difficult to say; but they might 
conjecture; and he believed it was, that to agree 
to such a proposition, would be to say that there 
had been injuries done to this country by France. 
Do théy wish to hold up an idea that France 
is justified in their spoliations? Do they think 
the conduct of our Executive has been such as 
to provoke them? He hoped not; though the 


conduct of some gentlemen seemed to imply it.” 


It would be easy to show that this was not the 
case; and he had no doubt that when our Com- 
missioners came to make a candid explanation of 
that conduct to the French Government, there 
would be a disposition on the part of France to 
make reparation. 

But the gentleman from Maryland said there 
was not many regular captures; that the vessels 
taken were mostly going to rebel ports; if so, they 
would be the easier compensated. ; 

Gentlemen allowed that the first part of the 
proposition was what it ought to be; but it was 
improper to say anythiog about spoliations. By 
this it appeared as if that House intended to 
entrap the Executive. Gentlemen say, if you 
demand compensation for spoliations, it will in- 
volve a war; yet they expect the Executive to 
make a demand on this head. Did not this hold 
out an idea that that House was for peace, and 
the Executive for war? He believed, though this 
was not expressly said, it had all along been 
insinuated. We will usurp the right of making 
a peace proposition; but we will throw the oblo- 
quy of the war proposition upon the Executive. 
We will hold out the olive branch; but the Exe- 
cutive shall brandish the sword ! 

Mr. S. referred to the measures of sequestra- 
tion and a prohibition of commercial intercourse, 
which were proposed when British spoliations 
were complained of; but now, he said, they were 
not to express a hope for redress. 

With respect to the fear of war, Mr. S. asked 
if France were to send an.agent to make a requi- 
sition upon them, if the same arguments as were 
now used would not apply?. Suppose, for in- 
tance, they should want. five millions of dollars, 
and if not paid within a certain time war would 
be made upon us. It might be said, why shail 


we go to war about this? One campaign would. - 


cost more than all this. Would not such lan 
guage as this encourage them to. make a requisi 
tion upon us? If they discovered our utter. Wwa 
of. spirit-to resent-wrongs, they might carry-on 
mockery of a negotiation, and in the meantim: 
let foose their cruisers upon our. commerce... 
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countries where the French’ have armies, said 
Mr. S., they can do all this and more. They'say 
you must raisè us so“many millions of money, 
and:such a quantity of supplies, by such a day; 
you must do this, or take the consequence. If 
we were in their situation. (which, thank God, 
we are. not at present, whatever we may be,) we 
could not help complying. ——_- : 

Mr. McDowett spoke in favor of the previous 
question, and was replied to by Mr. Ors. 

Mr. Bren declared his intention of voting 
in favor of the previous question, though he had 
expressed his intention yesterday of voting dif- 
ferently; but, since hearing the arguments of the 


| up the claims of their fellow-citizens, without 
even asking for a satisfaction of them. 


And on the previous question, viz: “Shall the 
main question now be put ?” it passed in the affir- 
mative—yeas 51, nays 48, as follows: 

Yzas—John Allen, George Baer, jr., James A. Bay- 
ard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, John Chap- 
man, Christopher G. Champlin, James Cochran, Wil- 
liam Craik, Samuel W. Dana, James Davenport, John’ 
Dennis, George Ege, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen; 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, 
William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas 
Hartley, Jonathan N. Havens, William Hindman, Heze-: 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, and having him- | kiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera; 
self seriously considered the subject, he was de- | Samuel Lyman, James Machir, William Matthews, 
termined to vote against now putting the main | Daniel. Morgan, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. Potter, 


question. 

Mr. Krrrera said, he had kept his seat with 
difficulty when he heard gentlemen speak of 
this as an offensive proposition to France; he 
thought to cherish a doubt that they would do 
justice, would be more likely to insult that na- 
tion. © Many professions, he said, had been. made 
with respect to wishing the peace of the country 
to‘be preserved. Immediately representing peo- 
ple who enjoyed peace ‘above everything else, it 
would be difficult to make them believe he was 
not as sincere in his professions for peace as any 
man. He believed his proposition did not tend 
to war but to:peace.. He thought the main ques- 
tion ought now to be put, asthe proposition, car- 
ried without the “amendment, would carry a 
strong implication that this Government was 
about to abandon the claims of her citizens. 
~My. R. Witiiams would make no apology for 
troubling the House as was common, as he con- 


ceived he had a right to express his thoughts on į 


_ this and every other question presented to him. 

It was said that if ‘the present motion was not 
adopted, it would be abandoning the rights of our 
fellow-citizens. This: argument, he supposed, 
was used to frighten. members ‘into a vote which 
‘they did not wish to give. He considered the 
nation as bound to protect its citizens in the legal 
exercise of their business on the ocean; but, if 
any other nation injured them,.they were to look 
to‘their own Government for redress, and not to 
the foreign nation. It was true, the Government 
had a right to look for satisfaction for the wrongs. 
He did not therefore consider this vote as in any 


' degree injuring his fellow-citizens. They did not . 


at present know the amount of the spoliations. 
It would be an after-consideration, if they should 
not be paid, whether we will pay them ourselves, 
or:go to war. Mr. W. took notice of several 
arguments which had been used against. putting 
the previous. question; he particularly. observed 


upon the singularity of what fell from Mr. Oris, | 


that he believed the principle wrong, and that 
such encroachment upon the Executive would 
lead him to fortify himself by corruption or force; 
yet he would vote for it. ee 

Mr. Porrer hoped the previous question would 
not prevail. He trusted the Representatives of. 


John Reed; John Rutledge, jr, James Schureman, 
Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, 
Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith; 
William Smith, of Charleston, George Thatcher, Rich- 
ard: Thomas, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, 
Peleg Wadsworth, and John Williams. i 
Naxs—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thom 

Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Samuel J. Cai 
bell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
Joshua Coit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, William Findley, John Fow- 
ler, Nathaniel Freeman, jr., Albert Gallatin, William 
B. Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, John A. 
| Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, David Holmes, Walter 
| Jones, Edward Livingston, Matthew Locke, Matthew. 
| Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair M‘Clenachan, Joseph 
| McDowell, John Milledge, Anthony New, John Nicho- 
i las, Josiah Parker, Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, 
| William Smith, of Pinckney District, Richard Sprigg, 
| jr, Richard Stanford Thomas Sumter, John Swanwick, 
Abraham Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, and’ Robert 
Wiliams. i 


The main question now recurring, that the 
House do agree to the amendment to the amend- 
ment, 


Mr. Havens observed, that one part of the 
amendment was hypothetical, and the other posi- 
| tive. He wished both to be hypothetical ; and” 
| moved, that instead of “ injuries done to our neu- 
| tral rights,” it should read “injuries which ma 

have been committed upon our neutral rights.” 
| This amendment was agreed to without a divi- 
| sion; and the main question being about tobe put, , 
| Mr Gatatin observed, that a majority having 
determined the question should be taken, he now 
considered it as his business to, choose between 
two evils. He had considered this amendment as 
saying, that, except the French would compensate 
the spoliations they had committed upon our com*.. 
merce, no accommodation. could take’ place, and 
of course a war must ensue; but gentlemen who 
supported it, denied that it had any such construe= 
tion, he should, therefore, take it in the sense they" 
gave it, and vote for it, though he had rather no 
| vote had been taken upon the occasion. 9" © * 
| The question being put, it passed in the afirm- 

ative—yeas 78, nays-21, as follows: 000 ss 


the American people were not prepared to give! Yxas—John Allen, George Baer; jr, James A. Bay- 
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ard, Theophilus Bradbury, Richard Brent, David Brooks, . 


John Chapman, Christopher G. Champlin, Thomas 
Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, James Coch- 
ran, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, James Daven- 
port, John Dawson, John Dennis, George Ege, Lucas 
Elmendorph, Thomas Evans, William Findley, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, ‘Nathaniel 
Freeman, Albert Gailatin, James Gillespie, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, : 
‘William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Carter B. Har- 
tison, Thomas Hartley, Jonathan N. Havens, William i 
Hindman, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James 
H. Imlay, Walter Jones, John Wilkes Kittera, Edward 
Livingston, Matthew Locke, Samuel Lyman, James 
Machir, William Matthews, John Milledge, Daniel 
Morgan, Anthony New, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. 
Potter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., James Schure- 
man, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Tompson J. 
Skinner, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jere- ‘ 
miah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel Smith, William ` 
Smith, of Charleston, William Smith, of Pinckney 


Swanwick, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark 
Thomson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, John E. Van 


Alen, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg : 


Wadsworth, and John Williams. 


Blount, Nathan Bryan, Samuel J. Cabell, Joshua Coit, : 
Thomas T. Davis, George Dent, John Fowler, William 
B: Giles, Andrew Gregg, Robert Goodloe Harper, Mat- : 
thew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair M‘Clenachan, 
Joseph McDowell, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Tho- 
mas Sumter, Abraham Venable, and Robert Williams. 


And then the question being put, that the House 


mittee of the Whole, amended to read as follows: : 


“ We therefore receive with the utmost satisfaction ` 
your information that a fresh attempt at negotiation . 
will be. instituted, and we cherish the hope, that a mu- . 
tual spirit of conciliation, and a disposition, on the part | 
of France, to compensate for any injuries which ma 
have been committed on our neutral rights, and on the : 
part of the United States to place France on grounds 
similar to those of other countries, in their relation and 
connection with us, if any inequalities shall be found to 
exist, will produce an accommodation compatible with 
the engagements, rights, duties, and honor, of the United 
States :” 


It was resolved in the affirmative—yeas 58. 
nays 41, as follows: ; 
: ¥xas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas 
> Blount. Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Samuel J. Ca- 
bell, Christopher G. Champlin, Thomas Claiborne, | 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Samuel W. Dana, Tho- | 
mas T. Davis, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, Wil- 
liam Findley, Nathaniel Freeman, jr., Albert Gallatin, | 
William. B. Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Ha- 
-vens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, John Wilkes Kit- 
tera, Edward Livingston, Matthew Locke, Matthew | 
Lyon, James Machir, Nathaniel Macon, Blair M‘Clen- | 
achan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, | 
_ Anthony New, John Nicholas, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah | 
Parker, Elisha .R. Potter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., - 
James Schureman, Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, | 
‘William Sinith, of Pinckney District, Richard Sprigg, jr., | 
> «Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, John Swanwick, | 
Richard. ‘Thomas, Abram. Trigg, John Trigg, Philip | 


Nays—John Allen, James A. Bayard, Theophilus 
Bradbury, David Brooks, John Chapman, James Coch- 
ran, Joshua Coit, William Craik, James Davenport, John 
Dennis, George Dent, George Ege, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight. Foster, John Fowler, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William 
Gordon, Roger Griswold, William B. Grove, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, 
Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, Samuel Lyman, 


‘ William Matthews, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, 


Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah 
Smith, Nathaniel Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, 
George Thatcher, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, 
and Peleg Wadsworth. 

The question being about to be put upon the 
Address as amended, 

Mr. Livineston said. having had occasion to 
express his doubts about the propriety of the con- 


a, WI à ‘duct of the Executive towards foreign nations, 
District, Richard Sprigg, jr, Richard Stanford, John | 


and not believing it had been ¥ just and impartial,” 
and not from the fear of offending any foreign na- 
tion, as had been insinuated. he was not willing to 
vote for an Address containing words so excep- 


: donable. 
Nays—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas ; eae 


Mr. Lyon moved to strike out the words “ fop- 
eign nations.” : 

Mr. Livinesron said, be had other objections. 

Mr. Gacvatin wished to strike out the whole 


-of the paragraph from the word “ believing. ” 
; His great objection to this paragraph, he said, was 
‘not to the lias which said, that the conduct of 
‘the Government had been “ just and impartial to 


do agree to the said fifth amendment of the Com- | foreign nations ;” for, although he could not say 


the Government had, in every instance, been just 
and impartial to foreign nations, yet, generally 
speaking, he believed it had been so. r bogh he 
did not approve of the conduct of the Bxecutive, 
with respect tothe British Treaty, yet he was 


y not willing to attribute bad motives to them on 


that account; but the part he objected to, was that 
in which they pledged themselves that the laws 
were fairly executed; so far as it related to the 
Executive, he doubted vot this was the ease, but 
with respect to the subordinate departments of 


i the Executive and the Judiciary, he could not 
igive an opinion of this sort; but his chief ob- 
i jection was to the last sentence. in which they 
said “they did not hesitate to declare, that they 
‘would give their miost cordial support to princi- 
i ples so deliberately and uprightly established.” 


He did not know what principles, what support 
was meant. 

Mr. W. Smite said, the word principles had re- 
ference to the laws they had passed. He did not 
think the paragraph exceptionable; one nearly 
similar was inserted in the Address of last session, 
and he thought it at this time peculiarly proper. 

Mr. Otis thought, there was something more 
artful and insidious in this attempt than in any 
which had been made in the whole business. as it 
went to cast a censure not only on the Executive, 
but on all the Departments of Government. 

Mr. Aven believed, there, was American blood 
enough in the House to approve of this clause, 
and American accent enought to pronounce it. 
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And on the question being put, it passed in the | New, Josiah Parker, Samuel Sitgreaves, William 
negative—yeas 45, nays 53, as follows: a A Maeneg niich carts Sprigg, jr., Richard 

Yzas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas | Stanford, ores umter, John Swanwick, John Trigg, 
Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Samuel J. Ca- | Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham 


bell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Glay, John Clopton, | Venable, and Robert Williams. 

John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, William Findley, |_ Resolved, That Mr. SPEAKER, attended by the 
John Fowler, Nathaniel Freeman, jr., Albert Gallatin, | House, do present the said Address; and that Mr. 
William B. Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, | VENABLE, Mr. Kirrera, and Mr. NATHANIEL 
John A. Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Ha- | Freeman, jr., be a committee to wait on the Pre- 
vens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, sident, to know when and where it will be con- 
Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, | venient for him to receive the same, ca 

© Blair M‘Clenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, And then the House adjourned. — 

Anthony New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Tomp- ~ 
šon J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, William Smith, of 
Pinckney District, Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Satourpay, June 3, 
Thomas Sumter, John Swanwick, John Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, 
» and Robert Williams. 


Nays—John Allen, George Baer, jr., James A. Bay- 
ard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, John Chap- 
man, Christopher G. Champlin, James Cochran, Jashua 

Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, James Daven- 
port, Thomas T. Davis, John Dennis, George Dent, 
George Ege, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman,. Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich,’ William Gordon, Roger Griswold, William 
.B. Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, 
‘William Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. 
Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James 
Machir, Daniel Morgan, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. 
Potter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., James Schure- 
man, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sin- 
nickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel 
Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, George Thatcher, 
Richard. Thomas, Mark Thomson, Abram Trigg, John 
-E. Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and John Williams. 


.» “The question was then taken on the Address as 
-amended, and resolved in the affirmative—yeas 
62, nays 36, as follows: 

' YEas-—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Abraham Bald- 
win, David Bard, James A. Bayard, Theophilus Brad- 
bury, David Brooks, John Chapman, Christopher G. 
Champlin, James Cochran, Joshua Coit, William 
= Craik, Samuel. W. Dana, James Davenport, John 

: Dennis, George Dent, George Ege, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Na- 
thaniel Freeman, jr., Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, 
William B. Grove, John A. Hapna, Robert Goodloe 
Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Thomas Hartley, William 
Hindman, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James 
- H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James 
- Machir, John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, John Nicholas, 
Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, John 

Rutledge, jr., James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, Wil- 
liam Shepard, Tompson J. Skinner, Thomas Sinnick- 
son, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel Smith, 

William Smith, of Charleston, George Thatcher, Rich- 
ard Thomas, Mark Thomson, Abram Trigg, John E. 

Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and John Williams. 

Naxs—Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan 

Bryan, Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew 

Clay, John Clopton, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
‘Lucas Elmendorph, William Findley, John Fowler, 
‘William B. Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, 
“Jonathan N. Havens, Walter Jones, Edward Living- 
ton, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Ma- 
n, Blair M‘Clenachan, Joseph McDowell, Anthony 


A report was received from the Commissioners 
of the Federal City, which was ordered to be 
printed. ; 


ANSWER TO THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


Mr. VENABLE, from the committee appointed to 
wait on the President of the United States, to 
know when and where it will be convenient for 
him to receive the Address of this House, in an- 
swer to his Speech to both Houses of Congress, 
reported that the committee had, according to or- 
der, waited on the President, who signified to 
them that it would be convenient to him to re- 
ceive the said Address, at twelve o’clock this day, 
at his own house. i: 

Mr. Lyon said he yesterday voted against thë 
appointment of a committee to wait upon the 
President to know when and where he would re- 
ceive their Address, because he believed the Pre- 
‘sident should always be ready to receive impor- 
tant communications. He wished to make a 
motion, which was, “that such members as do 
not choose to attend upon the President to present 
the Answer to his Speech, shall be excused.” He 
wished to be understood. He thought the motion 
a reasonable one, because it proposed to leave 
them at liberty to do as they pleased. And by 
the rules he saw, he was obliged to attend, except 
sick, or leave of absence was obtained; now, as 
he hoped not to be sick, he wished to put himself 
out of the power of the Sergeant-at-Arms, if he 
did not attend. He had been told he might stay 
behind without being noticed; but this was’ not 
enough for him, as he was a timid man, and the 
House had the law on their side, as he recollected 


to Mr. Watney. [The Speaker reminded him. 


the House on any former occasion.] He said hë 
stood corrected, and proceeded... i eee 

He had spoken, he said, to both. sides of the 
House (as they were called} on the subject. “One 


side dissuaded him from his motion, and laughed 


America, despise such a boyish ‘piéée of business 


had long heard the folly of the wise made a mat- 


something of a reprimand which had been give.) 


it was out of order to censure the proceedings of °°: 


at it; the other side did not wish to join Kimin = 


This, he said, was no new subject with him, he 
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Mr. Macon moved that the House do now ad- 
journ. He should wait upon the President; but 
it seemed to be understood that members were 
obliged to go. He thought, however the power 
of the House might extend to bringing a member 
into the House, there was no power to carry him 
out. ; 

The motion was negatived without a division. 


The House then withdrew, and waited upon 
the President of the United States with the fol- 
lowing Address: 


To the President of the United States : 


Sir, the interesting detail of those events which have 
rendered the convention of Congress, at this time, in- 
dispensable, (communicated in your Speech to both 
Houses,) has excited in us the strongest emotions. 
Whilst we regret the occasion, we cannot omit to tes- 
tify our approbation of the measure, and to pledge our- 
selves that no considerations of private inconvenience. 
shall prevent, on our part, a faithful discharge of the 
duties to which we are called. ` Ess 

We have constantly hoped that. the nations. of Eu- 
rope, whilst desolated by foreign wars, or convulsed by 
intestine divisions, would have left the United States 
to enjoy that peace and tranquillity to which- the im- 
partial conduct of our Government has entitled us; and 
it is now, with extreme regret, we find the measures of 
the French Republic tending to endanger a situation 
so desirable and interesting to our country. x 

Upon this occasion we feel it our duty to express 
in the most explicit manner, the sensations which the 
present crisis has excited, and to assure’ you ‘of .our 
zealous co-operation in those measures which. may 
appear necessary for our security or peace. i 

Although it is the earnest wish of our hearts. that. 
peace may be maintained with the French Republic, 
and with all the world, yet we will-never surrender 
those rights which belong to us as a nation; and whilst 
we view with satisfaction the wisdom, dignity, and 
moderation, which have marked the measures of the 
supreme Executive of-our country, in its. attempts. to 
remove, by candid explanations, the complaints and 
jealousies of France, we feel the full force of that indig- 
nity which has been offered our country in the rejection 
of its Minister. No attempts to wound. our rights as. 
a sovereign State will escape the notice of our constit- 
uents; they will be felt with indignation, and repelled 
with that decision which shall convince the world that 
we are not a degraded people, that we can never sub- 
mit to the demands of a foreign Power without exami- 
nation and without discussion. _ os f 

Knowing as we do the confidence reposed by. the 
people of the United States in their Government, we 
cannot hesitate in expressing our indignation. at any 
sentiments tending to derogate from that confidence 
Such sentiments, wherever entertained, ser : 


ter of wonder in this respect., It was said this 
s not the time to abolish the custom; but this 
was the cant used against every kind of reform. 
‘No better time could ever arrive, he said, than 
this, which was the threshold of a new Presiden- 
cy, at a time when the man elected to the office 
was beloved and revered by his fellow-citizens; 
he was as yet unused to vain adulation; he had 
, ‘spent a great part of his life amongst a people 
whose love of a plainness of manners forbids all 
pageantry; he would be glad to see the custom 
done away. Were he acting in his own personal 
character, he perhaps might conform to the idle 
usage, but acting as he was for eighty thousand 
people, every father of a family in his district 
‘would condemn him for such an act. 
“The gentleman from Connecticut yesterday 
hoped there would be American blood enough to 
carry the question. [The Speaxer again re- 
gainded:him that-he was out of order to allude to 
what was done yesterday, and said the proper mo- 
tion would be to rescind the rule.] He did not 
h to rescind the rule, he said, only ,so much 
of it as obliged the House to attend. This, he 
said, was: no trifling thing with him, he should 
‘have as great.an objection to attend this business, 
as a Quaker would to. make his obeisance toa 
magistrate. [The Speaxer said he must move 
to rescind the rule, or that he himself be excused, 
no other motion was in order.] Then, he said, 
_ he must confine himself to the narrow ground of 
himself, He had no objection to gentlemen of 
high blood’ carrying this Address. He had no 
sretensions to Aigh blood, though he thought he 
Bad as good blood as any of them, as he was born 
f a fine, hale, healthy woman. Before yesterday, 
ver heard of gentlemen boasting of their 
blood in that House. He could not say, it was 
true, that he was descended from the bastards of 
Oliver Cromwell, or his courtiers, or from the 
Puritans, who punished their horses for breaking 
the:Sabbath, or from those who persecuted the 
Quakers or hanged the witches. -He could, how- 
ever, say that this was his country, because he 
had: no other; and he owned a share of it, which 
he had bought by means of honest industry; he 
had fought for his country. In every day of 
troublé he had repaired to her standard, and had 
conquered under it. Conquest had led his coun- 
try.to'independence, and being independent, he 
‘galled no man’s blood in question. 


would: not comport. 


he hoped he would be excus 


©The motion 
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tion of advances for preserving peace. We, therefore, | to each other, although strongly impressed with the 
receive with the utmost satisfaction your information | necessity of collecting otirselves into a manly posture 
that a fresh attempt at negotiation will be instituted; | of defence, I nevertheless entertain an encouraging 
and we cherish the hope that a mutual spirit of conci- | confidence that a mutual spirit of conciliation, a dispo- 
liation, and a disposition on the part of France to com- | sition to compensate injuries, and accommodate each 
pensate for any injuries which may have been commit- | other in all our relations and connections, will produce 
ted upon our neutral rights; and, on the part of the | an agreement to a treaty consistent with the engage- 


Unitcd States, to place France on grounds similar to 
those of other countries in their relation and connection 
with us, if any inequalities shall be found to exist, will 
produce an accommodation compatible with the engage- 
ments, rights, duties, and honor of the United States. 
Fully, however, impressed with the uncertainty of the 
result, we shall prepare to meet with fortitude any un- 
favorable events which may occur, and to extricate our- 
selves from their consequences with all the skill we 
possess, and all the efforts in our power. Believing 
with you that the conduct of the Government has been 
just and impartial to foreign nations, that the laws for 


the preservation of peace have been proper, and that | 


they have been fairly.executed, the Representatives of 
the people do not hesitate to declare that they will give 
their most cordial support to the execution of principles 
so deliberately and uprightly established. 

The many interesting subjects which you have re- 
commended to our consideration, and which are so 
strongly enforced by this momentous occasion, will re- 
ceive every attention which their importance demands ; 
and we trust that by the decided and explicit conduct 
which will govern our deliberations, every insinuation 
will be repelled which is derogatory to the honor and 
independence of our country. 

Permit us, in offering this Address, to express our 
satisfaction at your promotion to the first office in the 
Government, and our entire confidence that the pre- 
eminent talents and patriotism which have: placed you 
in this distinguished situation, will enable you to dis- 
charge its various duties with satisfaction to yourself 
and advantage to our common country. 


To which the Prestpenr returned the follow- 
ing answer: 


Mr. Speaker, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


I receive with great satisfaction your candid approba- 
tion of the convention of Congress; and thank you for 
your assurances that the interesting subjects recom- 
mended to your consideration shall receive the atten- 
tion which their importance demands; and that your 
co-operation may be expected in those measures which 
may appear necessary for our security or peace. 

The declaration of the Representatives of this nation 
of their satisfaction at my promotion to the first office 
in the Government, and of their confidence in my sin- 
cere endeavors to discharge the various duties of it, 
with advantage to our common country, have excited 
my most grateful sensibility. 

I pray you, gentlemen, to believe, and to communi- 
cate such assurance to our constituents, that no event 
which I can foresee to be attainable by any exertions 
in the discharge of my duties, can afford me so much 
cordial satisfaction as to conduct a negotiation with the 
French Republic, to a removal of prejudices, a correc- 
tion of errors, a dissipation of umbrages, an accommo- 
dation of all differences, and a restoration of harmony 
and affection, to. the mutual satisfaction of both 
nations. And whenever the legitimate organs of 
intercourse shall be restored, and the real sentiments of 
the two Governments can be candidly communicated 


| ments, rights, duties, and honor, of both nations. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
| Unrren Srares, June 3, 1797. 

The members having returned to the House, 
the SPEAKER again took the Chair, and having 
read the answer of the President, 

Mr. W. Smitu said the Speech of the President 
of the United States had been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Before the House resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on that subject, he 
wished the rule to be read, which respected the 
closing of the galleries. [It was read accordingly.] 
This rule says, that when any Message shall be 
received from the President which shall require 
secrecy, or when any member has any communi- 
cation to make which, in his opinion, requires 
secrecy, the galleries shall be cleared. 

Mr. W. S. gave notice that he had a commu- 
nication to make which required secrecy, and 
begged the galleries might be cleared. f 

Mr. Nicuouas hoped they should understand 
from the gentleman, whether it was any new in- 
formation, or matter which grew out of the busi- 
ness before the House. Lik 

The Speaker said it was sufficient for the gen- 
tleman to declare his communication was of a 
secret nature, which required the galleries to be 
cleared, to have them cleared. The propriety of 
the measure would be afterwards judged of. - The 
galleries were accordingly cleared, and remained 
closed till the House adjourned. ue 


Monpay, June 5. 


The Journals of the proceedings of Saturday 
having been read, 

Mr. Nicnoxas supposed there was an omission, 
as no mention was made of the resolutions which 
had been brought forward by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, after the doors had been closed, 
and which it had been determined were not ofa 
nature to require secrecy. ; 

Mr. W. Smits said the vote which had been 
taken only related to a part of what he had 
brought forward. 

Mr. Nicwouas said, he understood that the let- 
ter which he had produced was a private letter, 
and therefore it was not necessary to notice it. 

Mr. GALLATIN observed, that no distinction had 
been made. If the letter could be considered as 
part of the communication, it was also included 
in the vote, as it was simply that the communica- 
tion did not require secrecy. Soe 

Mr. Macon thought the resolutions stood upon 
the same ground as that upon which a motion 
offered to the House, upon which no decision was 
made, which was never recorded until it was 
taken up: 

Mr. Tuatrcuer concurred in the opinion. 
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Mr. Nicnotas was siill of opinion an entry | 
ought to have been made on the Journals, and 
moved to amend them. | 

The question was put, and there appearing 41 | 
votes in favor of it, and 41 against it, the Speaker | 
decided it in the negative. j 


DEFENSIVE MEASURES. | 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- | 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and | 
‘the Speech of the, President, at the opening of 
the session, having been read, i 

Mr. W. Smiru said, he wished to lay upon the | 
table a number of resolutions, which it appeared, | 
if it should not be found advisable to carry the 
whole of them into effect, were at least wor- 
thy of discussion. He did not, however, at pre- 
sent, pledge himself to support the whole: they 
were as follow: 


“1. Resolved, That further provision ought to be made 
by law, for fortifying the ports and harbors of the United 
States. 

“2. Resolved, That further provision be made by 
law, for completing and manning the frigates United 
States, Constitution, and Constellation. 

“3. Resolved, That provision be made by law, for 
procuring by purchase a further naval force, to con- 
sist of —— frigates of —— guns, and sloops of 
war of -—— guns. 

“4. Resolved, That provision be made by law, for | 
empowering the President to employ the naval force of 
the United States, as convoys to protect the trade 
thereof. 

“5, Resolved, That provision be made by faw, for reg- 
ulating the arming of the merchant vessels of the 

- United States. 

“6. Resolved, That the existing Military Establish- 
ment ought to be augmented by an addition of one 
regiment or corps of artillerists and engincers, and 
companies of dragoons. 

“7. Resolved, That provision be made by law, for 
empowering the President to raise a provisional army, 
to consist of regiments of infantry, one regiment 
of artillery, and one regiment of dragoons, by commis- 
sioning the officers, and by volunteers or enlistments, 
whenever the circumstances of the country shall, in his 
opinion, render the said army necessary for the pro- 
tection and defence of the United States: Provided, | 
That neither the officers nor soldiers shall receive any 
pay or emoluments until called into actual service. 

“8, Resolved, That provision be made by law, to au- 
thorize the President to borrow, on the credit of the 
United States, a sum not exceeding dollars, to de- 
fray the expense which may arise in providing for the 
defence and security of the United States. 

“9, Resolved, That provision be made by law, to 
raise a revenue adequate to the reimbursement, within 

years, of such sum as may be borrowed, as afore- 


said. 

“10. Resolved, That provision be made by law, to 
prohibit, for a limited time, the exportation of arms, 
ammunition, and military and naval stores.” 

The resolutions having been read from the 
Chair, 

Mr. W. Smiru moved the first of them. 

Mr. Macon wished the gentleman from South 
Carolina to inform the committee, whether he 


meant to repair all the fortifications which had 
heretofore been contemplated. Perhaps some 
might be necessary, but he thought, considering 
the present state of our finances, few of them 
ought to be attended to. Much of the money al- 
ready expended on this subject had been thrown 
away. He particularly mentioned New York. 
Mr. W. Surru thought the gentleman had been 
long enough a member of that House to know 
that, when they were about to settle the principle 
of a thing, it was not usual to go into details. If 


| the resolution was agreed to, a committee wopld 


be appointed, who would report such fortifications 
asit appeared to them necessary to be attended 
to, with an estimate of expense, upon which the 
House would determine ; or asum of money might 
be voted, and leave it to the President to employ 
it as appeared to him best; but this was not the 
question, but merely whether a further sam of 
money should be voted for this object. 

Mr. Tuatcuer thought they were not ripe for 
this subject, as they did not know what was the 
state of the different fortifications. He thought, 
as there were a number of propositions, in some 
degree connected, that it was desirable they should 
be printed ; he therefore moved that the commit- 
tee might rise, to give time for this to be done. 

Mr. Gies wished the gentleman would reverse 
his propositions, and let the one for raising money 
come first. He did not know whether they were 
prepared to mect this expense. Hedid not mean 
to oppose the present motion; he supposed it 
would pass. But he thought they were about to 
be too precipitate in their measures. Ata time 
when all Europe seemed to be tired of war, and 
about to make peace, we seemed to be disposed to 
rush intoit. He did not believe that much good 
would be done by this system of fortification. He 
did not think the United States were more se- 
cure now, than before they had a single work of 
the kind. We have, said he, an extensive sea- 
coast, and it was not to be expected that an ene- 
my would choose to come to precisely the place 
where a fortification stands. It was his opinion 
that the interests of the country would be served, 
by letting this matter lie over till next session. 

Mr. Wixuiams observed, that the sense of the 
committee would be first taken upon the propri- 
ety of going into the measure; if there was a ma- 
jority in favor it, (and he could not doubt it,) the 
matter would be referred toa select committee, 
who would make their report upon it. 

Mr. S. Smrra was in favor of going into this 
measure ; for if the war continued in Europe, he 
thought it probable we might be drawn into it. 

Mr. Swanwick should not be opposed to the 
present motion, because he agreed with the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, that whilst the war con- 
tinued in Europe there was a probability of this 
country being drawn into the vortex. But he 
thought there was some weight, also, in the ob- 
servation of the gentleman from Virginia, with 
respect to the ways and means; because, if, after 
they should agree to carry into effect certain mea- 
sures, they should disagree about the means, their 
time would have been spent to no purpose. 
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The question was put and carried, there being i 
; - 62 votes in favor of it. i 
Mr. W. Smitu moved the second resolution. 
-. Mr. Nicuotas wished to know whether the | 
| provision already made for completing the three ; 
frigates was not sufficient ? i 
: Mr. W. Smiru said, he had no information on | 
| »the subject; he had inserted the word completing | 
-as well as manning, lest there should be any de- į 
ficiency. | 

Mr. Oris was not prepared, in so rapid a way, | 
to press resolutions of this importance, without | 

: having them printed, or time to deliberate upon } 
them: If he voted for these resolutions, he should ; 
consider himself as pledged to carry them into | 
‘effect. He therefore hoped the committee would ; 
rise. 

Mr. Macon was opposed to this resolution. He | 
did not believe that seamen could be got to man | 
the vessels, as nearly four times the price was į 

aid for seamen’s wages that was paid when thei 
aw for building these vessels passed. ; 

Mr. Ruriepee was in favor of the committee’s | 

-Tising. i 

Mr. Nicwotas had no objection to the commit- ; 
tee’s rising, if gentlemen wished it; if so, he, 
hoped the resolution agreed to would be reported. 
He wished the principle of the different resolu- 
tions, however, to be settled ina Committee of the 
Whole. 

Messrs. Craik, CLAIBORNE, VarnouM, and Coit, 
-were in favor of the committee’s rising. 

Mr. Swanwick thought it would be best that a 
committee should be appointed to report on the 
business. 

Mr. S, Smira saw no reason for the commit- 
tee’s rising, because, if gentlemen were not pre- 
pared to vote upon this resolution, they might go 
on to others. Though he should vote in favor of 
this proposition, he should not hold himself bound 
to vote ultimately for the bill, if he disliked it. 

The motion for the committee to rise was with- 
drawn, and afterwards renewed by Mr. McDow- 
‘BLL, who also withdrew it, on a suggestion from 
Mr. Livingston that the resolution would be less | 
objectionable to run, “that a committee be ap- | 
pointed to inquire into the propriety of,” &c., and, 
when a committee had the business referred to; 
‘them, they could possess themselves of the neces- 
sary facts, and report them to the House. | 

i 
i 
$ 


Mr. GarLatın said, if the question was to de- 
termine the principle of manning the frigates, the | 
resolution stood right as it was. But if it were 
‘not intended, by adopting this resolution, to com- | 
mit any man, but only to say that they would | 
take the business into consideration, and if found | 
useful and necessary, and funds were attainable, | 
they would carry it into effect, then the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York (Mr. | 
Livineston) would be proper. As to the com- | 
mittee’s rising, he could see no ground for it, as 
these propositions were not new—they had had 
‘them before them for three weeks in the Speech 
of the President. Of course, so far as related to 
the frigates, gentlemen must have formed an opin- 
ion; yet he agreed that it was desirable to see 


! original proposition. 


some documents on the subject, before a decided 
affirmative or negative was given. He was, 


_ therefore, in favor of the amendment for a com- 


mittee to be appointed. He wished all those sub- 
jects which were of a doubtful nature to be then 


: determined. On the other hand, those upon which 


members were ready to decide at once, either by 
an acceptance or rejection, might be voted upon 
in the form in which they were introduced. 

Mr. Parker read the motion which was en- 
tered into last year, and thought it would be a 
good model for the present. 

Mr. W. Sauru was of a different opinion. He 
thought the committee should first decide the ab- 
stract principle. He thought it would be wrong 
to refer to a select committee a business in which 


: every member was so intimately interested, and 


he doubted not gentlemen were ready to.decide 
upon this abstract question. With regard to ex- 
pense, he was of opinion that if the situation of 
the country required it, that should be no object. 


| If gentlemen thought differently, they would of 


course negative the proposition. Any information 
on the subject could be got before the business was 
finished. He thought they should first say what 
were the necessary objects of expense, and then 
provide the money, which might be done by bor- 
rowing or by taxes. If there was a necessity for 
the expense, there was no doubt the money would 
be raised. If gentleinen were not prepared to dis- 
cuss the subject, he had no objection to the com- 
mittee’s rising, and, in the House, the Secretary of 
War might be called upon for information. 

Mr. NicHoxas thought the question was not 


| fairly presented. It was whether they should man 


the frigates. But when they were called upon to 
determine this, they should know when they 
would be ready to receive the men. The proba- 
bility was that the frigates would not be ready to 
receive the men before the next session of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) was in favor of the 
i He wished to provide for 
manning all the frigates which could be got ready 
before the next session of Congress. He believed 
if they adopted this plan, unnecessary delay would 
be prevented. 

Mr. PARKER was ready to vote for the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from South Carolina. He 
believed the frigate in Philadelphia might be 
equipped, rigged, and manned, in three months. 
The only reason why he varied his motion was, 
that he might include the next proposition ; but 
he believed it would be better for them to stand 
separate, as, before he voted for the additional 
vessels, he should wish to know how the means 
were to be got, and for what purpose they were 
to be used. The vessel at.Boston, he said, would 
not be ready so soon, but it would be in readiness 
before the next meeting of Congress; that at 
Baltimore would be in readiness to receive her 
men in four months. . 

Mr. S. Smitu said, the frigate building at Bal- 
timore would be launched on the 4th of July,.and 
the equipments were in greater forwardness than 
those for the frigate at Philadelphia. 
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Mr. BaLDwIn was against referring this propo- 

sition to a select. committee. It would. be desira- 
. ble, indeed, to know what the cost of doing the 

-business would be, but every one knew how little 
_to be-relied upon were estimates of this kind. He 

wasvready to vote for manning the frigates ; in- 
.-deed, there was no question upon which he was 
‘so ready to-say aye, as upon this. 

The question was about to be put on Mr. Liv- 

-ENGSTON’s motion, when 

_ Mr. Varnum said he thought the wording of 
the resolution improper, as the word “comple- 
ting” would clash with the act of last session. 

` The question was put and negatived, 50 to 34. 
Mr. Macon wished the frigates to be completed, 
-but not manned, he therefore moved to :strike 
out the words “and manning.” 
The question was putand negatived; there be- 
ing ony 24 votes in favor of it. 
“Mr. Gites moved to strike out the word “ com- 
.pleting ;” but, after some conversation, the-motion 
was. withdrawn, and the original resolution was 
carried. : 
‘The third proposition next came under consid- 
eration: . 
‘Mr, NicnoLas hoped the gentleman who intro- 
-duced this motion, would tell them for what pur- 
pose these additional vessels were wanted. He 
‘supposed this resolution to be connected with the 
next, and:if'so, he thought they should be consid- 
-ered : together. What, he asked, were to be the 
.instractions given to the commanders of these 
vessels ? He thought it a very embarrassing busi- 
‘ness, and one that would certainly lead to war ; 
nay, indeed, the thing seemed to be a war opera- 
tion in itself. 
Mr. W. Surrx wished the gentleman had made 
his inquiries: before. .They would have come 
more properly when the frigates were under con- 
sideration, as the same objection would be against 
both; and the next resolution had no more con- 
‘nection with this than with that already agreed 
to. The gentleman seemed to have let go the 
opportunity of calling upon him; as, however, he 
‘did not wish to evade his call, (though he was not 
willing to say he would himself vote for the mea- 
sure,) he would say that it appeared to him, from 
the present state of the commerce of this coun- 
try, to be necessary to provide convoys for our 
vessels. These vessels might not, indeed, be. em- 
ployed.asa regular convoy, but partly confined to 
the coasts and harbors. This was a separate 
“question ;: or it might be left to the Executive to 
employ them as he might see proper. He was not, 
however, ready to give an opinion on the subject. 
He.xose principally to remark upon what had 
fallen‘from the gentlaman last up, as to employ- 
: Jng a convoy being an act of war. He owned he 
had. not looked deep into the subject at present, 
“but he recollected in our treaty with Sweden, 
“there was a` stipulation that. when both Powers 
‘were neutral; they should protect each other’s 


“commerce =; 


no Š : following is. the article of ‘our Treaty with 
P S ( den, produced and: read: by Mr. W: Surra: 


Mr. Gruss thought this a very extraordinary 
measure. He called the attention of the commit- 
tee to the critical situation of Europe, and thought, 
before they went into any expensive operations, 
they should wait the issue of the negotiation, 
especially as he supposed it was probable a full 
session might be necessary. It had been said that 
several of the ports in the West Indies were ina 
blockaded and rebellious state. He did not sup- 
pose it was the intention of the committee, by 
means of a convoy, to press a trade to those ports; 
this would be a certain means of provoking war. 
He thought they ought to make a pause; as it 
was probable that, in less than four months from 
this time they might again be in session ; and, in 
the meanwhile, the affairs of Europe might have 
taken such a turn as to do away the necessity of 
going into hostile measures. 

Mr. Nicuouas expected the gentleman from 
South Carolina would have acknowledged that 
the two resolutions were connected. Indeed he 
must have intended those vessels to be employed 
in this way, or such a resolution would not have 
been introduced. With respect to Sweden’s 
treaty for a reciprocal convoy, there was some 
ground for-it,as there was a difference between 
the Northern Powers of Europe, as to the princi- 
ple of free ships making free goods; but where 
there was no difference as to the principle, no 
such thing could take place. 

Mr. Gatuatin said the present. resolution was 
certainly in some degree connected with the next. 
It was understood that the purchasing of frigates 
and sloops of war, was for the purpose of convoy- 
ing our trade. Under the present circumstances 
of this country, he should be opposed to:this pro- 
position; not that, he denied the right of neutral 
Powers to afford convoys to their merchant ves- 
sels; but, because under present circumstances it 
was impolitic to adopt the measure, not only for 
the reasons urged by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, but on account of our situation with respect 
to France at the present moment. By our treaty 
with France, enemy’s property was to be re- 
spected on board of American vessels, and certain 
articles used in the building of ships were not 
considered as contraband; the President would, 
of course, be obliged ‘to give orders. to have our 
vessels protected in this situation, and who could 
not see that this would be the source of war ; and 
if the convoy were not to be employed to:enforce 


“If in any future war at sea, the contracting Powers 
resolve to remain neuter, and, as such, to observe the 
strictest neutrality, then it is agreed that if the mer- 
chant ships of either party should happen to be in a 
part of the sea where the ships of war of the same na- 
tion are not stationed, or if they are met on the high 
sea without being able to have recourse to their own con- 
voys, in that case the commander of the ships of war 
of the other party, if required, shall, in good faith and 
sincerity, give them all necessary assistance, and, in 
stich case, the ships of war and frigates of either of the 
Powers, shal] protect and support the merchant ships of 
the other: Provided, nevertheless, that the ships claim- 
ing assistance are not: engaged:in any. illicit commerce 
contrary to the principles of neutrality.” 
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hese two privileges, he did- not see what use it 
could be.of. He knew that depredations without 
„number.had been committed in the West Indies; 
ute was led to believe that this was done by 
spirates. more than by any other vessels. But sup- 
ose it were practicable to distinguish between 
hose vessels which were regularly, and those 
„Which were piratically taken; yet, he must con- 
fess, he would not be for running the risk of a 
rupture, by sending out armed vessels to contest 
he point, especially when we have reason to 
elieve that these attacks are unauthorized by the 
French Government. ; ; 
< Mr. G. thought it would only be necessary to 
extend our navy in case of war, and were this 
„unhappily to be our situation, vessels might easily 
¿be purchased without delay; but whilst we were 
t peace, he did not think the advantages which 
eould be derived from a convoy, would be a suff- 
ient inducement to go into the measure. Besides 
he was induced by another motive to give this 
proposition his negative. He knew the depreda- 
;tions upon.our commerce had been great; but he 
did not look upon this loss as falling only upon 
ymerchants. There was not an individual who 
„did not-bear-a part of it... For instance, if a mer- 
chant paid ten or fifteen per cent. additional upon 
his cargo, hë will put a proportionably high price 


‘be paid by the consumer. Therefore, so far as an 
argument might be drawn from this circumstance, 
{t became a question of expediency, and he thought 
it would be granted, that the loss to individuals 
-would be less in this way than if they had. to 
support a navy to protect our. trade. . 

Mr.. W. Smita acknowledged that there was 
considerable weight in the arguments of the gen- 
leman from Pennsylvania, though he did not 
dind sufficient weight in them to change his opin- 
jon of the propriety of the measure. . The gentle- 
man from Virginia had endeavored to show that, 
as there was no difference of opinion as.to princi- 
-ple between France and this country, the regula- 
-tions entered into with Sweden did not apply ; 
Whilst the gentleman. from Pennsylvania had 
“produced arguments to show that we were in that 
Situation. With respect to the treaty articles in 
dispute, it would be an easy matter for the Presi- 
dent to give the commanders of our vessels pro- 
per instructions on that head. And would any 
gentleman say it was not right to defend our ves- 
sels against pirates? Would not the French say, 
if they were applied tò for redress, “ You knew 

these were pirates ; why did you not defend your- 
„selves against them ?” . The expense, which seems 
.80 much to alarm gentlemen, should be put out 
of the question. The. only question, said he, is, 
if your property is unjustly attacked, will you 
defend it? : 

But it was said, the loss did. not fall upon the 
merchant, but upon the consumer. Mr. S. as- 
erted it fell. upon the country; and so far from 
the expense of the proposed armament being 
equal to the loss sustained by. captures, it would 

ot, in-his opinion, be a tenth part of the amount, 
dor whatever the plunderers got this country lost.. 


upon. his commodities, which must eventually | 


Mr. S. said he had made a rough calculation of 
what would be the expense of three frigates of - 
32 guns, and six sloops of war of 16 guns, and 
found it to be $926,000, including the equipment 
and manning for one year. 

But, said Mr. S., does not the farmer suffer by 
these spoliations? He certainly does; for, if the 
merchant was obliged to pay an extravagant in- 
surance, he would give the less for the farmer’s 
produce; but, added he, the expense of the fri- 
gates will be no loss to the country, as,.if they 
cost a million of dollars, the whole will be paid 
to our citizens ; every article used in the building 
of these vessels being the produce of the United 
States. 

But gentlemen complain of our impatience in 
the business; he thought the wrongs we had suf- 
fered sufficient to rouse our resentment. It was 
also said, that there was a probability of peace, 
and why go on with this expense? But he might 
as well say there was no probability of peace. 
One supposition would stand agaihst the other. 
Indeed, who knew that the Czar of Russia would 
not join-the coalition against France? A hope 
of peace, therefore, was not a sufficiently stable 
ground upon which to calculate. We must either 
interdict all trade, suffer merchant vessels to arm, 
or go into the measure proposed. 

ut it was said that France had declared cer- 
tain British ports in the West Indies blockaded, 
andin a state of rebellion, and therefore we must 
not trade with them, but he did not. know wh: 
our vessels should be subject to be taken, and our 
seamen to be hung, because they chose to. make 
these declarations; declarations which he trusted 
this country never would acknowledge. ==” 

What, said Mr. S., will be the consequence of 
negotiating, without taking any measure of de- 
fence? It will put it in the power of France to 
make requisitions on us to any amount she pleases, 
she may spin out the negotiation by throwing 
difficulties in the way of it. She may take all 
our vessels, and when she has drained us of all 
our wealth, it will be said, we must submit. 
Where will then be your privateers? Your ves- 
sels are taken, and your seamen.gone! : 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania admitted 
the right of neutral Powers to convoy their ves- 
sels; that gentleman put the matter. upon the ex- 
pediency of the thing, which was the true ground 
upon which he wished to have it discussed. < 

Mr. Gues said, the gentleman from South Ca- 
rolina talked of defensive measures, but his plans 
were offensive. That gentleman had undertaken 
to doubt the right of France to declare her ports 
rebel ports. Was this defensive? Every nation 
had this right. It was not long since Great Brit- 
ain exercised it against us. Yet, aided by a coh- 
voy, he wished to push our trade to these ports. 
This would not only be hazarding the peace of 
the country, but taking the direct road to war.. 

Besides, said Mr. G., could it be expected that 
six or ten frigates could convoy all our. vessels? 
No; not a twentieth part of them. They ci 
therefore, be of little use, but might be the me 
of producing the greatest evil ta the country. 


< “siderably ; Í 
_-theré’could be no doubt but a sufficient quantity: 
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“Mr. Batpwin said, in all their determinations 
with respect to a naval foree, however great the 
emergency, it had always been determined to 
build, rather than purchase vessels, and he saw 
no reason for departing from this mode in the 
present instance. A 

After some objections from Mr. W. Surra to 


the building plan, which he said would take three. 


or four years to furnish the proposed vessels, where- 
as merchant wessels might be immediately pur- 
chased, which would answer the purpose of small 
frigates, the committee rose, reported the two re- 
solutions, which the House took up and agreed 
to, and committees were appointed to report upon 
them by bills or otherwise. 
A message was received from the Senate, with 
two bills which had passed that House, viz: a bill 
for prohibiting for a limited time the exportation 
of arms and ammunition, and for encouraging the 
importation thereof; and a bill. to prevent citi- 
zeus. of the United States from privateering 
; dgainst nations iù amity with, or against citizens 
of the United States; both which were twice read, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow. 


Tusspay, June 6. 
¿EXPORTATION OF ARMS, &c. 


The Speaker having taken the Chair, Mr. W. 
Smita moved the order of the day on the bill 
from the Senate for preventing the exportation of 
‘arms and ammunition from the United States. 
“Mr. Nicnoxas hoped they would take up the 

“unfinished business of yesterday, as having a pri- 
ority. of claim. 

After a good deal of conversation on the sub- 
ject, in the course of which each ‘insisted upon 
‘the propriety of taking up the measure he advo- 
cated, as calling for the most immediate attention, 
‘the motion was put: for taking up the unfinished 
‘businiess of yesterday, and negatived, there being 
42 for it, and 48 against it. The speakers in favor 
-of going into a Committee of the Whole were, 
Messrs. Nicnotas, Varnum, 8. Smita, GILES, 
Gatuatin, Baupwin, and Livinesron ; those 
against it, and in favor of taking up the bill from 
the Senate in preference, Messrs. W. Smita, Rur- 
‘pEpen, SewaLL, Brooxs, Oris, and THATCHER. 
“The motion for going into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union having been ne- 
gatived— 

Mr, W. Smirx renewed his motion for taking 
up the bill from the Senate for preventing the ex- 
‘portation of arms and ammunition. 
‘Mr. Livineston moved to strike out the words 
‘one year,” so as to confine the duration of the 
‘pill fo the end of the next session of Congress; 
“which motion, after some objections from Mr. 
| W: Smita, on the ground of delay, as the bill was 
already ‘engrossed, was carried, 43 to 40. ; 
‘Mr. Lyon wished to strike out the words “can- 


-nons and bombs,” as he thought if the exportation 


of these articles were prohibited, it would con- 
“4njuré the manufacturers of them, and 


‘they. were contraband, and he could not tell who 
‘used them, nor. was it an object of their inquiry. 


might always be commanded for the use of th 
United States. : 

Mr. S. Smrru thought this amendment of some 
importance, as he believed there was not more 
than one man in the State of Maryland that knew 
how to bore a cannon; and if he was taken from: 
that employment by a law of this kind, it was,- 
probable, whenever the manufactory was resum= 
ed, he might not be found. ` pee et 

Mr. Lyon said, it was not altogether with the. 
same view which the gentleman from Maryland. 
had given of the subject that he had brought for- 
ward this motion. The New England States 
would produce one hundred men acquainted with 
the boring of cannon. Every furnace would be: 
glad to be employed in this business; and as to: 
the casting of balls and shells, there was nothing ` 
easier. The reason for which he wished these 
articles to be struck out was, because he did not 
wish these manufactories to be deprived of em-. 
ployment. a 

The motion was put and negatived. . 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) wished to make’ a 
motion, which he supposed might, in some degree, 
effect the end proposed by the: gentleman from 
Vermont. It was to strike out “bombs and can-" 
non balls.” He did not think there need be any @ 
fear of the United States falling short of these,as 4 
the single State of New Jersey, or a single county 
of that State, would’ cast sufficient to supply the 
whole world. ae 

Mr. Brooxs inquired whether these were arti- 7 
cles exported? If they were not, the mention of | 
them could do no harm. Or, whether these arti- `; 
cles and powder were not purchased for the use 4 
of the picaroons which were so troublesome to- 
our trade ? = : 

Mr. Gorpon thought if there.was no greater 
advantage attending aregulation of this kind than 
that of depriving our enemies of these articles, 
which might be used against us, he thought the 
provision a good one. nar SN 

Mr. Dayron believed that the operation of this —] 
provision would be the destruction of these man- ` 
ufactories, In answer to the gentleman from 4 
New York, he could inform him that many of © 
these articles were exported from New Jersey, = 
and from the town in which he lived; but if the 
exportation was stopped for any length of time, .. 
the furnaces would be turned to some other busis. ` 
ness; and, in six months from the passage of this “| 
act, there would be a greater scarcity of these ar- 
ticles than if the bill had not passed. An act of 
this. kind might, indeed, carry an imposing air, 
and look as if we meant to take care of ourselves. 
If the bill were to pass, however, he should be 
glad to have it pass with this amendment. - 

Mr. S. Smitu observed, that in a former law of ` 
this kind, bombs and cannon balls were not in- — 
cluded. It was asked, who exported those arti- 
cles, and for what purpose they were used? To 
‘say. who exported them would not. be right, as 


Picaroons had no occasion-for them, since they 
went along side vessels and boarded them. The 
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same argument which was used against export- 
ing these articles might be used against the ex- 
-` portation of provisions. 

< Mr. W. Smitu said, the bill was predicated 
< upon being an injury to manufactures; nor did 
he know why. they should make an exception in 
favor of one more than another, which would 
give just cause of complaint. The operation of 
the bill, since the amendment had been carried, 
would be of short duration. The object of it was 
`: two-fold, viz: to preserve these articlesin the coun- 
try, to be ready in case of emergency, and to keep 
them’from foreign Powers, who might turn them 
against us. Though we had no occasion at pre- 
sent for cannon balls, we could not help looking 
forward to the time when they would be wanted ; 
and though no bombs were at present used against 
us, yet. the time might probably arrive when they 
might be so used, and it was politic to guard 
against the possibility of it. . 

Mr. Brooks. said, though this law might ope- 
“rate an injury to manufacturers, yet he did not 
believe it would be so great as had been supposed, 
as the places where these were cast, were not 
wholly employed. in this business, but cast also 
innumerable quantities of hollow ware, as well 
as metal in pigs; when they were not, therefore, 
-employed in manufacturing articles for the de- 
struction of mankind, they were employed in 
making such’as were of use to them. 
© Mr. Nicnouas said, this subject had taken a 
much more serious shape than it assumed when 
it was first introduced. 
not so much the intention of this law.to regulate 
our own wants, as to prevent the supply of 
foreign Powers with warlike ‘articles. This, he 
said, might be attended. with serious inconve- 
niences, since it would certainly operate princi- 
pally against one of the belligerent Powers; and 
- except we are prepared and determined upon war, 
we should be careful in provoking it. It was 
conceded that there was no probability. of our 
wanting bombs or cannon balls, the operation of 
the law was of course intended against one of the 
belligerent Powers; for though both had an equal 
right at. present to come here and purchase these 
articles, a one would see that France would 
be principally affected by the regulation. It 
would be little short of hostility, therefore, to say 
these artieles should not be exported. Indeed, he 
feared there was more in this business than the 
committee understood; that they were taking a 
ground which could not be maintained, and 
which, pending on negotiation, ought not to be 
taken. 

Mr. S. Smitu said he believed that some of the 
manufacturers of cannon balls might be manu- 
facturers of hollow ware; for he understood there 
was an action now pending on account of their 
having cast a parcel of cannon balls hollow, which 
had burst the cannon in which they were fired, 
and done other mischief. ; 

Mr. Lyon believed the gentleman from New 
York was not well acquainted with the business. 
Hollow ware and pigs were not cast at the same 
“furnace with bombs and cannon balls. Many 


It seemed as if it were. 


furnaces worked with ore which, though not fit 
for pigs, &c., answered very. well for cannon balls 
and bomb shells. In his district there were seve- 
ral of these manufactories which exported many 
of these articles into Canada. He trusted gentle- 
men would not have the same objection to send- 
ing them thither, that they had to sending them 
to French ports. 

Mr. Tuatcuer thought this law could give no 
nation cause of complaint, because the articles 
were contraband, and it would perhaps have the 
good effect to prevent the loss of some of our vea-. 
sels employed in carrying them. 

Mr. Harper thought the objection of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia deserved some considera- 
tion. No measure of defence had been or seem- 
ingly could be mentioned, but it was said it might 
give offence to France. He asked how long we 
were to be deterred from taking such measures as 
should seem to be necessary, for fear of offending 
France? If we were not to take general mea- 
sures for the protection of our citizens, because 
there might be a possibility France would not 
approve them, where was the humiliation to 
stop? He supposed we should next be told, that 
we must not fortify our ports, or arm our vessels, 
lest it should be offensive to France. He trusted, 
that House would no longer hold so disgraceful 
a language, but that they should consult what 
would be for our own good, without reference to 
any foreign nation. Our Government, he ob- 
served, had not said it would never prohibit the 
exportation of arms and ammunition. The Eng- 
lish had been permitted to purchase these articles, 
of which the French complained, and equal lib- 
erty was given to both nations; but this was no 
reason why both nations might not be prohibited 
from doing so, if it should be found expedient. 
And though he did not believe that all the ad- 
vantages which were expected would be derived 
from this law, yet he should be in favor of it, not 
because it would not offend a foreign nation, but 
because it would be serviceable to ourselves ; for, 
he said, if they were to go on in consulting the 
feelings of the French nation on what they did, 
if they saw us thus prostrate and feeble, they 
would soon take advantage of our timidity and 
folly. On the contrary he would show foreign 
nations that we were determined to regulate our 
own affairs in our own way, in the way of justice ; 
for, if we went on in the present humiliating way, 
he should not be surprised at receiving a note 
from the French Minister, saying, that such and 
such a law must be repealed, as they were offen- 
sive to the French Directory. : 

Mr. Dayron, thinking himself alluded to by 
the gentleman who had preceded him, asked if. 
he meant to insinuate that be was actuated by 
other motives than the good of this country? when’ 
Mr. Harrer interrupted him by saying expressly, 


he had never intimated any such thing ; his re- 


marks being confined to the gentleman. from 
Virginia. f Cia EER 

Mr. Nicuoras said he would tell the gentleman > 
from South Carolina when he would: cease to. 
hear this clamor, about offending foreign coun- 
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tries. It would be when he found a greater dis-| Mr. Dayron referred to a former prohibition 


osition in all the departments of Government 
ir preserving the peace of this country ; when 
he was convinced they had as great a desire to 
preserve this blessing as he had. He did not be- 
lieve this was the case at present; and it was 
from this distrust that he suspected every mea- 
sare which was brought before them. Was he 
not justified, he asked, in saying that a measure 
of this kind was calculated to remove peace from 
us, as it was a measure which would operate 
wholly (as he before stated) against the French ? 
Mr. N. said he disdained to answer what the gen- 
tleman had said about fear. It could not be found 
in him; and he thought that gentleman was pos- 
sessed of no small degree of assurance to fancy 
that he (Mr. N.) was less attached to the inte- 
rests of this country than he himself was. He 
felt as sensibly for his country as any man, and 
therefore he could not help expressing his appre- 
hensions of war from every step which gentlemen 
seemed inclined to take. 

Mr. Brooxs did not expect the argument to 
have taken this turn. There was nothing to 
prove that these articles were not as necessary 
for our safety as the other. It had been said they 
were cast in plenty in one part of the Union, but 
they might not be cast at all in other parts. He 
disclaimed all idea of considering how the measure 
would affect any other nation; he attended only 
to his own, and he believed they were at liberty to 
prohibit the exportation of any article whatever. 

Mr. GaLLatin said the gentleman who had just 
sat down had forgotten his own arguments. He 
charged others with having reference to foreign 
nations, in speaking to this question, when he 
and the gentleman from South Carolina were the 
first to introduce the mention of them ; it was, 
therefore, not right in him to charge others with 
doing what he himself had done. 

` Mr: Brooks replied, that he had said nothing 
about foreign nations. It was true, he had sup- 
posed the picaroons, which had intercepted our 
‘West India vessels, might have been served with 
these articles; but gentlemen had denied that 
these were authorized by France. 

: Mr. Lyon would have no objection to join the 
gentleman last up in withholding these articles 
from the picaroons, if his constituents might be 
suffered to transport their manufactures down the 
lake to Canada. 

Mr. Havens said, it appeared as if those gen- 
tlemen who opposed the amendment, believed we 
could monopolize all the bombs and cannon balls. 

: He believed picaroons could get these things inde- 
pendent of us, and that we need be under no ap- 
_ prehension of wanting them ourselves. 

Mr. Harper believed there was policy in pre- 
venting the exportation of implements of war 
which might’ be turned against us. He did not 
accuse the gentleman from Virginia with person- 
al fear; he believed he was incapable of it; but 
he doubted whether his zeal for serving his own 

“country would be so great as he professed, when 


law, to show that cannon balls were not ineluded 
in the list. He believed they might make the pro- , 
posed prohibition without giving just cause of 
offence to any foreign nation, and, therefore, if 
they were offended we need not care; but if the 
only object was to preserve a larger quantity of 
these articles in this country, (as he had before 
observed,) the end would be defeated, as it would 
both discourage the manufacturing and the im- 
portation of them; but as it would have an ap- 
pearance of an intention of defending ourselves 
against the unjust attempts of any foreign nation, 
if the amendment was agreed to, he should vote 
for the resolution ; and if it were not, he had not 
determined to vote against it. 

Mr. Witiams wished this act to be conforma- 
ble to that passed in 1794, which had been attended 
with good effects. He, therefore, moved that the 
amendment should be divided. 

The question was divided accordingly, and the 
sense of the committee was first taken upon strik- 
ing out the word “bomb-shells,” which was nega- 
tived, there being 41 votes for it, and 45 against 
it. The question was then taken upon striking 
out the words “cannon balls,” and carried, there 
being 52 votes in favor of it. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
asamended. It was taken up in the House, the 
amendments confirmed, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading this day, which it af- 
terwards received ; but, from an objection as to 
the wording of the penal clause, the passing of it 
was postponed until to-morrow. 


PREVENTION OF PRIVATEERING. 


On motion of Mr. W. Suir, the House resolv- 
ed itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
bill from the Senate to prevent citizens of the 
United States privateering against nations in am- 
ity with, or against citizens of, the United States. 
After some conversation on this bill, particularly 
as to its operation, whether it should affect only 
American citizens concerned in armed vessels 
fitted out by private persons, or whether it should 
affect all citizens employed only in foreign ser- 
vice, or such as were employed only in foreign ser- 
vice in cruising against the vessels of the United 
States—upon which subjects there appeared a 
considerable variety of opinion—the bill was re- 
committed to a select committee of five members, 
in order to be put intoa somewhat different form. 


WEDNESDAY, June 7. 


Mr. Otis presented a petition from sundry mer- 
chants of Boston and Charlestown, trading to Chi- 
na and India, praying for a suspension, for a lim- 
ited time, of certain duties imposed last session 
upon tea and upon white cotton goods, intended 
to take place from the first of July next, on the 
ground that it was the intention of the Legisla- 
ture to exempt from the duty the cargoes of all 
vessels then on their voyages, alleging that their 
vessels required a longer time to make their voy- 


the interest of another country happened to clash | ages than vessels from other ports of the Union. 


with that of his own. 


- | Referred to a select committee of three members. 
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Mr. W. Smiru moved: that the House go into 
a Committee of the Whole on the bill i pro- 
hibiting, for a limited time, the exportation of 
arms and ammunition; which it accordingly did; 
and, after receiving sundry verbal amendments, 
suggested by Mr. Bayarp, the committee rose, 
and the House agreed to them. The bill was or- 
` dered to be re-engrossed. 


DEFENSIVE MEASURES. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
when the third resolution, relating to the purchase 
of additional armed vessels, having been read, 

Mr. SewaLt submitted it to the gentleman who 
brought forward these resolutions, whether it 
would not be better to postpone a determination 
upon the third and fourth resolutions, until the 
fifth was disposed of; because, if it were agreed 
to, it might have an effect upon the votes of gen- 
tlemen upon’ the other two, as they might be of 
opinion that, if the merchant vessels were arm- 
ed, there would be no necessity for a convoy. 

Mr. W. Smrra had no objection-to postpone 
the consideration of the third and fourth resolu- 
tions for the present, in order to take up the-fifth. 

Mr. Nicuotas supposed this could not be done, 


and fourth resolutions. 

Mr. W. Smita said, it might be done by gener- 
al consent. - l 

Mr. Gines could not consent to depart from the 

lan of discussion laid down by the gentleman 
rom: South Carolina. For his part he should 
vote against the whole of the resolutions, and 
trusted a majority of the committee would do so ; 
and he did not wish the decision to be delayed. 
He wished the country at large to know the sense 
of the committee upon them as soon as possible. 

Mr. Oris could not see how it was material to 
gentlemen-who intended to vote against the whole, 
in what order the resolutions were discussed ; to 
those who were not decided it might be material. 
He was of opinion with his colleague, that it would 
be best,to take them up in the way he proposed, 
and he thought it would be uncandid to object to 
the postponement. The Senate had already pass- 
eda law on the 3d and 4th, and those might as 
well be- considered in their bill. 

Mr. W. Smita said, he should adopt a mode 
which would not require the consent of gentle- 
men. He withdrew, for the present, the 3d and 
4th resolutions. 

The 5th, which was in the following words, 
having been read, 


« Resolved, That provision be made, by law, for reg- 
ulating the arming of merchant vessels of the United 
States,” f f 

Mr. Swanwick inquired, with what view these 
vessels were to be provided ? Against whom they 
were‘to be employed? and in what cases they 
were to defend themselves? The information 
which he might receive on these inquiries, he said, 
- would have considerable. weight in influencing 
his vote. 


except the gentleman chose to withdraw the third | ' 


Mr. Harper said the detail would be brought 
forward in the bill; the principle was now only 
to be determined. He had not thought of all the 
modifications which might be given to it, though 
he had thought of many; but it would be best 
discussed in this general form. The gentlemen, 
if he thought proper, might introduce into the 
resolution any principle which he might wish to 
have inserted in it. 

Mr. Wivutams said it was well known that a 
number of our merchantmen were arming in dif- 
ferent ports of the Union, and it was, therefore, 
necessary to regulate this business, to prevent 
mischief being done. Gentlemen might differ in 
opinion with respect to the marine law or laws of 
nations on this subject; but all would wish, since 
vessels were arming, that they should be put un- 
der some restraint. When he voted for manning 
the frigates, he did it with a view to have them 
employed in the defence of our coasts, and not as. 
aconvoy. Our situation, he said, was truly. crit-. 
ical, and he was undetermined how far it would 
be proper to arm the merchant vessels of the Uni- 
ted States; but to prevent mischief, he wished | 
the resolution might be agreed to, reserving to 
himself the right of voting ultimately for or: 
against it. It might afterwards undergo. such: 
modifications asshould be found necessary. —— 

Mr. Livineston said the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had very properly inquired what was the 
scope of the present resolution, and he expected: 
some answer would have been given. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina had said they must 
vote for the principle, and the detail would come: 
of course. So that without knowing its object, 
whether it was defensive or offensive, they were: 
called upon to agree to the principle. This defi»: 
ciency had been supplied in some degree by the 
gentleman from New York. He says the mer- 
chants have undertaken to arm their vessels. He 
wished to know whence he derived his informa- 
tion? The only information before them was in 
the President’s A eeh, where he says he has for- 
bidden. such armament, except in the East India 
trade. He therefore supposed the fact not well 
founded. What, he asked, was intended to be 
done with these armed vessels? . He said they: 
must argue hypothetically. He supposed they 
were intended to protect our trade. He did not 
believe they were meant to operate offensively. 
But he would ask if this were the case, if it would 
not lead directly to war ? since individuals would 
be left to determine the law of nations, and of 
course the peace of the country would be placed 
at their disposal; and all precautions, on the part . 
of Government, would be in vain, since individ- 
uals, who might have an opposite interest. to that. 
of the Government, might be continually com- 
mitting acts of hostility. 4 eee 

Who, said Mr. L., are our merchants ? .Were 
they all men in whom implicit confidence could. 
be placed? Were they all Americans 7. Hebe- 
lieved the generality of them might be well dis-- 
posed towards. the interests of this country; but if- 
there were one, man of a contrary spirit, the peace 
of the country would be at his disposal; for what 
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would avail all the instructions which were given, 
if one foreigner had the power to commit acts of 
hostility on a Power with whom we are at peace 2 
and if Government were to disavow violations of 
this sort, yet a repetition of them would certainly 
involve the country ina war. And when it was 
considered what a number of English and French 
we had amongst us, who would wish to see this 
country take part in the present war, it would 
not be extraordinary if they should seize such an 
opportunity of provoking hostilities with one or 
the other Power. For his own part, he looked 
upon the measure in so serious a light, that he 
should not hesitate to say he should prefer a dec- 
laration of war to such a step, because it would 
be a dereliction of principle thus to commit into 
the hands, of they knew not whom, that most 
sacred trust, the preservation of the peace of the 
country ; whereas, if war were to be declared, we 
should put ourselves into a state of defence ac- 
cordingly. A measure of this kind, taken under 
the mask of peace, would be plunging a dagger 
into the vitals of the country, from which it would 
be a long time in recovering. Mr. L. concluded 
by remarking upon the extraordinary manner in 
which this business was condueted, and attributed 
the withdrawing of the third and fourth resolu- 
tions to a persuasion that they would have been 
negatived, if persisted in. 

Mr. S. Smrru acknowledged that the present 
was a very delicate subject; but had not the Pre- 
sident forbidden the arming of merchant vessels, 
he should have been of opinion that the merchant 
vessels of a neutral Power had always a right to 
arm for their own defence. But he believed it 
was necessary that something should be done. 
Merchants would arm their vessels from the right 
given to them by the law of nations, and, if not 
restrained, might go on to do acts which could 
not be justified. Though he believed merchants 
possessed the right of arming their vessels, yet, 
rather than do any thing which would involve 
the country in war, he believed they would desist 
from the practice, and bear the losses which they 
might, for the want of atms, suffer. He moved 
to strike out the word “ regulating,” and to insert 
in the place of it “restricting in certain cases.” 

Mr. Swanwick believed it would be very diffi- 

“eult.to devise any plan Wy which to regulate a 
power of this kind, since private interests were 
set to work to evade the law. There had always 
been great difficulty to prevent privateers from 
being fitted out in our ports, and it was known 
that many of the vessels employed against our 
trade in the West Indies, notwithstanding the 
precaution, had been fitted out in our own ports, 
and whenever permission was given to merchants 
to-arm their vessels, that permission would be a 
cover for a variety of abuses. Besides, the arming 
of vessels, Mr. S. said, would be attended with an 
expense which no: regular trade could support. 
If 1 were not for this, nations at war might carry 
on trade as well as nemtral nations. He looked 
upon the advantages which the United States had 
detived from their trade, to be owing to their 
having carried it on without the necessity of arm- 


ing ; this provision, therefore, could have no other 
effect than to involve usin war. What, he asked, 
had been the conduct of other neutral nations? | 
He did not believe Denmark, Sweden, ur Venice, - 
had carried guns on board their merchant vessels, 
though they had very considerable commerce. 
He believed the only proper protection for the 
trade of a nation was the armed force of the Gov- 
ernment, which would always be under due regu- 
lations. For these reasons he should be opposed 
to the present measure. 

Mr. GaLiatTin said it seemed as if the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina was sus- 
ceptible of any shape, since the amendment now 
incorporated into it seemed to have a different 
view from the original. At present he would 
state his objections to the principle of the resolu- 
tion itself. The first inquiry was, whether the 
law of nations permitted the merchant vessels of 
neutral nations to arm? If they had not a right 
to permit it, whether they are not bound to pro- 
hibit it? He had examined the law of nations 
on this subject, and found no such authority, nor 
did the practice of modern times justify the prac- 
tice. He took a view of the different stages of 
society, to show that whenever regular govern- 
ments were established, the public defence was 
always placed in them, and it was their duty to 
protect individuals, since they did not give them 
leave to protect themselves. 

Mr. G. said he knew of no exception but in 
cases of letters of marque and reprisal, and he did 
not know a single instance within the last century 
where these had been granted, but war had been 
the consequence, so repugnant were they to the 
present state of society. It was true, nations 
might be in such a state as to find it necessary to 
grant such a power; as when a nation with which 
it has to do is unable to support the common rela- 
tions of intercourse. Two instances of this kind 
presented themselves, viz: The East India trade 
and the Mediterranean trade. In carrying on 
our trade with the East. Indies, our vessels were 
met by those of a number of uncivilized Powers, 
upon whom no restraint could be had, so that no 
remedy was left to us, but immediate resistance. 
Nearly of the same nature was the situation of 
the Barbary Powers in the Mediterranean; and, 
aithough we enter into a treaty with them, we 
have nota perfect reliance upon their observing 
their engagements, our merchant vessels are there- 
fore permitted to trade to those parts armed. He 
knew it might be said that, at present, the West 
Indies were-in a similar situation. He believed, 
in some respects, they were; and this could be 
the only plea for adopting a measure like the pre- 
sent. If it were to be understood that there was 
to be an end of the negotiation with France, or 
that the privilege of arming would not be aban- 
doned, it might be proper to authorize the arm- 
ing of merchant vessels; but he believed, if it 
were considered that such a permission would be 
almost certain to involve us in war, it would ap- 
pear to be much more wise to await the event of 
the negotiation with France; not that he was 
afraid of offending France by a measure of this 
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kind, but he was afraid of involving our country 
in a-war. 

Mr.:G. observed that, when he said it was our 
duty: to prohibit the fitting out of armed merchant 
vessels, he thought he owed it to our own securi- 
‘ty-to do so; and as the President had told them 
‘that he had prohibited the fitting out of any such 
vessels until the will of Congress was known 

pon the subject, he saw no danger that could 
arise from vessels still remaining unarmed. And 
if there were any merchant vessels arming, he 
believed it would be the best for the Government: 
to remain silent on the subject; for then, if mer- 
chants proceeded to acts of hostility, Government 
might disclaim the act, and they alone would have 
to'answer for them. 

Mr. G. concluded by saying, that this being a new 
subject; he should be glad to hear-what could be 
said in favor of it, or.of any historical faet which 
ould throw light upon it. 

: Mr: Coir complained of the proposition when 
first introduced, and now amended, being very in- 
efinite. He thought the provision should be 
made, but he wished the object to be defined. He 
could not say that ‘he could so modify the resolu- 
ion that:he could himself vote for it; he had not 
yade up-his mind upon: the subject as to what 
asés restrictions should be made; but, in order 
o take the sense of the committee, he would move 
n amendment, in order to bring the subject be- 
ore them. It was to strike out “certain cases,” 
and to insert at the end of the resolution “ bound 
othe East Indies and to the Mediterranean.” 
“Mr. Harper proposed to ‘amend the amend- 
ent by adding the: word“ West,” after“ East,” 
oas to read “Hast and West Indies.” 
~Mr.-W. Smita did not think it material whe- 
her West Indies was inserted, or the amendment 
ejected. altogether... It was his wish that the 
ommittee should first have decided upon the ab- 
tract. principle. Presuming it to be the exist- 
ing law of this country that merchants have a 
right to arm their vessels, he wished to know 
‘whether it was their wish: to interfere in regulat- 
‘ing and restricting that right. He believed the 
\odification of the subject might very well have 
een done in the bill. He would have risen be- 
re to have given his reason for this, had he not 
een prevented from doing so by gentlemen who 
ad:complained that he had not done it. He was 
Ù favor of the amendment to the amendment; 
but if it was not carried, he should be against the 
amendment. It would be in vain:to take into 
onsideration the East India and Mediterranean 
ade, when spoliations were principally commit- 
ed in the West Indies, when, indeed, the object 
‘the present meeting of Congress was princi- 
ally to take into consideration the protection of 
. West India and European trade; he presumed, 
refore, if they meant to do anything effectual, 
ey should take into consideration the West In- 
ja trade. Gentlemen were very ready, he said, 
‘object to every plan brought forward, but they 
mselves proposed nothing. All they did was 
old-out alarms of war, though every one ex- 
ssed a desire for peace. 


5th Con. —9- 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Swan- 


j wick) bad objected to the arming of merchant’ 


vessels because of the expense. He believed the’ 
merchants of the United States in general thought: 
differently, though there might be some merchants” 
in this city who would be averse tothe measure. 
As to the expense, he believed the expense of fit- 
ting-out the vessels would be more than saved in’ 
the insurance. But there was a further consider-: 
ation—by this means the vessels and seamen’ 
would be preserved to the United States; where- 
as, if it were not adopted, we not only lose our 
vessels and men, but they go to strengthen’ the 
power of a nation which may use them against’ 
us. And unless France knows that this Govern- ` 
ment will afford protection to its vessels, we 
might expect that she would take advantage of 
our. remissness, by spinning out the negotiation,’ 
and plundering our property. ; 
Something had ‘been said about the conduct of: 
other neutral nations. He believed they’ had’ 
armed their merchantmen, though he did not: 
pledge himself to prove it; but if this were not: 
the case, they had fleets to convoy their. trade.: 
We, on the contrary, had no fleet, nor did gentle- 
men seem desirous that they should have any, 
since they have expressed their wishes that the’. . 
frigates now- building were burnt. He asked: 
what was to become of the commerce. of this’ 
country, if we refused to protect it? If we were: 
to resort to an embargo, what would be the con~’ 
sequences? You would not, said he, suffer your: 
vessels to lay up forever.. After a time, they 
would be sent out again, and they would be taken. 
again. In case of an embargo, what, he asked,’ 
would become of our seamen ? ad 


They would 
wander about the country, discontented, and: per- 
ishing for want. What would become of ‘our: 
produce? It would rot upon our wharves: © 0) 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gau~ 
Latin) had not said neutral nations had not a 
right to arm their merchant vessels, and he had. 
no doubt, if he could have done it he would: 
Was it, then, right for us to sit still and see the: 
property of our merchants spoliated? Wasit noi 
our duty to protect our commerce, our merchants,’ 
our revenue? If we were to suffer these to be: 
laid waste, when that state of things arrived, which: 
he believed was not far distant, in what a situa- 
tion should we be! Nay, he believed that the. 
conduct of gentlemen on that floor would have. 
the effect to increase the demands of France upon: 
us, by contrasting her means.and our weakness. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had justi- 
fied our right toarm merchant vessels to the Hast: 
Indies and the Mediterranean, but had introduced. 
some nice distinctions to show that the same rea= 
son did not exist for arming our West India ves- 


sels; but he could see no reason for it in ore casey- -< 


which did not also exist in the other... 2.05.00 

But he was surprised that that gentleman should : 
have treated so cavalierly our. good ally, the Dey’ 
of Algiers, who had behaved- so very politely and 
generously to us: He thought mach mo 
spect was due to the Dey than to Victor Hugues, : 
though that gentleman: did not seer to speak 6 
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him with equal respect. The Dey of Algiers had 
lent forty thousand dollars to our agent for the 
urpose of making a treaty with Tunis. Victor 

ugues, on the contrary, took all that he could 
get from us. 

Unless some means of protecting our vessels 
was determined upon, our coasting trade would 
be lost, since the picaroons had been off the Capes 
of the Delaware. And if they were to know that 
Congress had adjourned without doing anything | 
for our protection against them, our coast would | 
swarm with them. i 


- sequence. He believed į 
France considered all that part of the country as | 
outlawed, and that it had little connexion with 
the Government of that country. Indeed, he knew 
it asa fact, that the French Minister had assured 
our Government, before he left Philadelphia, that 
the spoliations committed in the West Indies were 
unauthorized ; and, therefore, if no means of de- 
fence were taken against them, we could have no 
ground upon which to expect redress from France. 
But gentlemen said, why take these measures 
at present, since they may be looked upon as hos- 
tile, while our negotiation is pending? He be- 
lieved, that after the present dispute should be 
adjusted with France, it would be necessary to 
arm our vessels trading to the West Indies, as he 
believed, for some years to come, these bucaniers 
of various colors would continue to infest those 
seas. And if this were the case, why ought they 
not to go into arming our vessels at present, when 
they were met for the purpose of taking effectual į 
measures for the defence of our country 2 
-Mr. S. Smita conceived that Congress were 
called together to adopt such measures as were 
best calculated to preserve the peace of the coun- 
try, by means of negotiation, and to fix upon such 
means of defence as would not be injurious to the f 
country. It was his opinion that the President | 
was not authorized by law to prevent the vessels 
of merchants being armed; but the merchants ofi 
the United States would readily submit to any | 
loss rather than go to war. He knew that this} 
was the opinion of the Philadelphia merchants: | 
he had seen many of them. Nor had he met | 
with one native American who wished to go into | 
this arming plan; they believe it would infringe : 
our neutrality, and throw us intoa war. When! 
he came here, his mind was scarcely made up on} 
the subject. He did not like to give up his right | 
to defend his property; but he had found this to | 
be the general opinion, and therefore he brought 
forward the amendment, which had been well 
amended by the gentleman from Connecticut. 
The gentleman from South*Carolina had since 
added West Indies, and this brought them to an 
issue; for it was war or no war. 

Ifthe latter amendment was agreed to, he should 
be for striking out the whole, leaving it general; 
because, with West Indies in it, it would be par- 
ticularly pointed. i 

They had been told ofthe lass sustained by spo- 

lations, and-where it fell.. He believed it fell 


At that time there 
was not a British tear which was not called forth 
by the appeals which were made on this ground. 
But, Mr. S. said, he did not then fear war, nor did 
he now, if they took prudent measures. The gen- 
tleman said his plan was to prevent war, and yet 
he proposed to go to fight and sink the vessels of 
a particular nation. This was a way for preserv- 
ing peace peculiar to himself. 

If merchant vessels were armed, they would 
serve the purpose of privateers, which might be 
used against our own vessels. This was a risk he 
did not choose torun. But it was a curious fact, 
that at the same time that we are proposing to 
permit the merchants to arm, they express a dis- 
inclination to it, because they love their country 
better than their own interest. But the gentle- 
man had said the expense of insurance would be 
lessened by thisarming. On the contrary, he (and 
he was an underwriter) should consider the risk 
greater from their having guns. Indeed, he found 
the insurance offices were all against the measure. 

But the gentleman says, let the French know 
we are preparing. He trusted we should prepare 
a defence which could not offend any one. Let 
us do all we can to promote peace—let the nego- 
tiations go on. It would be a fine story, indeed, 
when a reconciliation was about. to take place 
betwixt our negotiators and the French Govern- 
ment, that they should hear we were sinking her 
privateers atthe West Indies! They would doubt- 
less send them about their business. 

The gentleman from South Carolina seemed to 
think it was right for our vessels to go into rebel 
ports in the West Indies, and had told them of our 
men being taken by Victor Hugues, considered as 
pirates, and hung. [Mr. W. Smira denied hav- 
ing said our citizens were hung.] Mr.S. read 
Victor Hugues’s proclamation, (though he said he 
had no mote respect for him than that gentleman, 
as he had lost 6,000 or 7,000 dollars by him.) and 
showed that those persons were only considered 
as traitors who sailed out of rebel ports, and not 
citizens of the United States. Nor were those 
ports considered as rebel ports which were taken 
by the English, (Cape Nichola Mole was one of 
those,) but merely those which were in a state of 
rebellion, to which, if we were determined to 
trade, it would certainly lead to war. 

Mr. S. said he was surprised to hear the gentle- 
man from South Carolina make one concession, 
yiz: that the French Minister had assured our 
Government the captures made in the West 
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censure on his motives, or the desire of averting 
it, should never induce him, in any degree, to 
alter his conduct. It was the public good he 
sought; and the public esteem, in addition to his 
own, was the reward he desired. As to the good 
opinion of certain gentlemen, if it came in his 
way, he should not reject it; but he could not 
say that he would go out of his way to obtain it. 
If, therefore, it was an effect on him they meant 
to produce, they might spare themselves the trou- 
ble in future. If it was an effect on the public, 
still their labors would not affect him, for he was 
very willing to let his motives be laid before the 
public, on his own sincerity, weighed against the 
accusations of those gentlemen. 

He had been led into these remarks, not only 
by the course constantly pursued by gentlemen in 
general, but by the assertion of the gentleman last 
up, from Maryland, (Mr. Smrra)—that this mo- 
tion, for excepting the West India trade from the 
prohibition to arm for defence, was a motion for: 
peace or war! In this opinion he could notagree. 
He was persuaded, and he should endéavor to 
show, that the right of arming merchant ships 
for defence in the West India trade might be so 
regulated and restricted, as to become in no de- 
gree dangerous to the peace of this country. 

He said, merchant ships had the right of arm- 
ing for defence ; for he took this to be a right in- 
herent by the law of nations in every neutral’ 
State. He had not, he confessed, made researches 
into the law- of nations on this point, but the gen-' 
eral course of his reading had led to this conclu- 
sion. It was also confirmed by history, and the. 
practice of neutral States, whose merchant ships 
did very frequently sail armed in time of war. . It 
was a natural right to carry arms for defence, as 
much on the water as on the land. The offence: 
lay in either case, not in the armihg, but in the 
improper use of the arms. If a man on his jour- 
ney should carry arms for his defence against 
robbers, this would be proper ; but, should he use 


Indies were unauthorized ; because, when he had 
asserted the same thing, on a former occasion, 
that gentleman denied it. Mr.S. insisted that the 
French trade carried on to the West Indies wasa 
productive one, and that payments were in gen- 
eral made as punctual as in any other parts, and 
referredto Major Mountflorence’s letter for an act 
of generosity never shown by the British; nay, 
he thought there was a better chance of getting 
money owing from France than there was of 
getting it for any spoliations committed by the 
British, and now under adjudication. 

Mr. S. concluded by saying he had another rea- 
son for opposing this measure. Two-thirds of his 
constituents were farmers, and one-third citizens, 
and they enjoined him to do all in his power to 

_ keep this country out of war. He thought the 
_ rejection of this resolution as tending to this end, 
and therefore he opposed it. 

Mr. Harper observed that it did not seem to 
him necessary for members to preface their obser- 
vations in that House with accounts of them- 
selves, or declarations about their motives; much 
less could it be necessary to talk about the mo- 
tives of other people. He believed that gentle- 
men were, for:the most part, far better known to 
others than to themselves; and, as for their mo- 
tives, they would best be judged of by the nature 
and tendency of their actions. He would, there- 
fore, content himself with stating his own reasons, 
and endeavoring to controvert those of gentlemen 
who opposed him, without saying anything about 
his motives or theirs. 

He could have wished that other agentlemen 
had acted thus. They had, however, chosen to 

: pursue a very different course. They had con- 
stantly and loudly attributed to him, and other 
gentlemen who thought with him, the very worst 
of motives—a desire to bring their country into 

war; and this in contradiction to their express 

_ and repeated disavowal of such intentions. When 
he, and gentlemen with whom he had agreed, had 
made the most ‘solemn: asseverations that it was | them to rob others, he becomes punishable as. a 
their whole desire to preserve the peace of this} felon. So it is at sea. The arms may be carried, 

< country, in every manner consistent with its true | and may be used properly. If used improperly, 
> interests, and that they advised certain measures punishment ensues. This he had, morever, un- 

because they, in the best of their judgment, | derstood to be the result of the best legal opinions 
thought them best calculated to produce this} in this country, and, indeed, it had not Wen 

effect, they had been repeatedly told, though not | denied. a 

always with the same rudeness, that they were| It must, however, be admitted that the abuse of 
not believed. The accusation of intending to| this right was far more easy, and far more dan- 
draw the country into war had been extended to gerous, at sea, than on land. It was, therefore,- 
all who differed in sentiment with certain gentle- | proper to lay it under much stronger restrictions, 
men, and every measure which they did not like] and some nations had thought fit to restrict it: 
was imputed to this intention. The charge had | altogether. Whether we should do so in the pré- 
been extended to the Executive ; and it had been | sent circumstances was the question. This ques- 
said, both on that floor and elsewhere, that proofs | tion, he would repeat, was not about the giving’ 

of this hostile intention were to be found even in| ofa right, but about the restricting or taking away f 

the pacific measures which he had resolved to! entirely of one which already existed... 00000. 

pursue, When this proposition was first brought for- 
On this head; Mr. H. said, he did not know how | ward by his colleague, it was presented inthe: 
gentlemen were to be cured of their incredulity. | most general and abstract form. . At was “torege 

‘How did he know whether it was desirable that | ulate the arming of merchant ships for defence.” 

they should be cured? He certainly should take | Afterwards, by the consent of the mover, it had 
no further pains to doso. Of one thing, however, | been expressed differently: “To restrict the atm 
he could assure gentlemen: that the fear of their | ing of merchant ships for defence to ‘partiduk 
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Corr) had moved to amend it so as to read: “To 
restrict the arming of merchant ships,” &c., “to 
the trade to the East Indies and the Mediterra- 
nean.” It had then been moved to insert before 
the word “Indies” the words “and West,” so as 
to make the proposition stand, “to restrict the 
arming of merchant ships,” &c., “to the trade 
of the East and West Indies, and the Mediterra- 
nean.” That was the motion then under discus- 
sion, The question was, whether merchants’ 
ships engaged in the West India trade should be 
prevented entirely from arming for defence? And 
this the gentleman from Maryland had declared 
to be a question of peace or war. 

But how, he would ask, was it a question of 
peace or war? Was it not practicable to leave 
the merchants possessed of this right, but under 
such regulations and restrictions as would take 
away the danger of abuse, or, if abuses should 
happen, would save the nation from responsibility, 
would take away eause of offence from other na- 
tions? He believed it was practicable, and he 
should now endeavor to show it. The question 
had now been presented to usin its abstract form. 
In this form it was proper first to discuss it. The 
modifications would come afterwards, when it 
should assume the form of a bill. Gentlemen 
had complained of this mode, and called for the 
modifications in the first instance; but they had 
themselves proved that this mode was proper. 
They had not only proved by the tenor of their 
Opposition, that they meant to vote against the 
measure under any possible modification, but had 
expressly declared it. One gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Gites,) had even declared that he 
would vote against every proposition on the table. 
Why, then, spend time in modifying a measure, 
which, however modified, gentlemen were re- 
solved to oppose? The proper way was to see 
whether it could be carried in its general form, 
and let the modification comeafterwards. Though, 
however, he thought it improper to propose any 
modification at present, he would tell gentlemen 
- and endeavour to show the committee how, in his 

opinion, it might be modified so as to strip it of all 

its dangers. 

‘Pere were, he said, three kinds of trade, as 
between us and France. There was one kind 
prohibited either by treaties or the law of nations; 
one kind in dispute, and one kind neither prohibit- 
ed.nor in dispute. To this last kind the right 
might be, and in his opinion ought to be restricted. 
These restrictions should be expressed in the law, 
and.in precise instructions, and heavy penalties, 
under. good security, should be exacted for the ob- 
servance of these instructions. Thus, as the in- 
structions would be confined wholly to a trade 
neither prohibited nor in dispute, they could not 
be-complained of, and if they were infringed, it 
would oot be the act of the nation. The nation 
would have only to disavow the act, and show 
the instructions whereby it was forbidden; it then 
became: the private act of parties, for which they 

< were punishable, but the nation not bound to 
-i answer: This: must be admitted by all, espe- 


French Government is not accountable for the 
hostile acts in the West Indies, though avowedly 
founded on one of their decrees, and done by their 
public and acknowledged agents. If, under these 
circumstances, the French Government be not 
answerable for these acts, because it has not es- 
pecially authorized them, how. he would ask, 
could the American Government be accountable 
for acts done, not only without its authority, but 
against its express and public orders? For acts 
which, instead of being able to avow, should it 
think fit, as the French Government do with re- 
spect to the depredations in the West Indies, it 
would be bound to punish. 

He would exemplify this general position as to 
the manner of modifying this measure, by some 
particular cases, not in order to point out all the 
modifications whereof it was susceptible, or to 
declare that he would support all that he should 
mention, but to show how it might be modified 
so as to remove every objection. 

In the first place, Britain exercised the right of 
taking the goods of her enemies, if found on 
board of our ships. This France alleged wasa 
right given to the English by our treaty with 
them, and that she also had become entitled to it. 
She therefore declared that she would take the 
goods of her enemies whenever she could find 
them in our ships. This point we do not con- 
cede; but neither do we mean to resist the right 
by force. We intend to negotiate, and perhaps to 
yield it, if found expedient. It would therefore 
be impropes, and contrary to the spirit of this ne- 
gotiation, to.permit our vessels to arm in this 
trade ; and consequently every vessel which shall 
take on board goods the property of the enemies 
of France, must be prevented from arming. 
Every vessel, before she arms, must give suffi- 
cient proof that she has no such goods on board, 
and sufficient security not to take them. 

So also as to contraband, about which there is 
a point in dispute between us and France. which 
we mean to settle by negotiation. The French 
Treaty limits the contraband list. In the British, 
it is more extended, and the French declare that 
they will extend it inthe same manner. Here is 
a dispute, which, like the former, we mean to 
settle, if possible, by negotiation. We must not, 
therefore, permit our citizens to contest it by 
arms, and accordingly, no vessel should be per- 
mitted to arm without proving that she had none 
of these articles on board, and giving security to 
take none. If she did so, it would be contrary to 
her instructions, and at her own risk. The bonds 
would be forfeited, the act disapproved, and the 
nation saved from all responsibility. 

The same observations, he said, would apply 
to the case of a place blockaded or besieged. By 
the laws of nations, provisions could not be car- 
ried to a blockaded or besieged place. What 
would constitute a siege or blockade, was a ques- 
tion of the law of nations; but the existence of 
the siege or blockade must, in the first instance, 
be notified to neutrals by the party forming it. 
It could be known in no other manner; for the 
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forfeit these bonds.” And thus all justifiable 
cause of offence would be taken away. 

He said “justifiable cause of offence,” because 
it was, and always would be, impossible to take 
away pretexts of war from a nation that. has 
resolved on it. Such pretexts, it was well knowa 
from the history of all nations and ages, had 
never been wanting, when one Power was’ re- 
solved to attack another. -Al that could be done 
by a State desirous of peace, was to avoid real 
cause of offence, justifiable cause of quarrel. This 
wust be our conduct. We must avoid justifia- 
ble ground of complaint and offence; this would 
be done by the measures recommended, and we 
could dono more. If France were so determined 
on a quarrel as to attack us under so flimsy a 
pretence, she would find others were we to ‘de- 
prive her of this. War we should’ have, if war 
was her desire; and the only possible chance of 
avoiding it would be by letting her see that it was 
not her interest. Mr. H. was not afraid to pro- 
nounce the word war. He was neither afraid of 
the thing, nor alarmed at the sound; and he 
could conceive easily of circumstances in which 
all the interests of this country would call for 
war. Those ‘circumstances he did not believe 
now toexist. He believed they might be averted, 
and that to adopt this measure, would strongt 
tend to produce that effect. Much had been said 
about a clamor of war which had on former‘ocea- 
sions been raised. If such a clamor had been 
raised, the justice would be done him to acknow- 
ledge that he had never assisted it. He had 
never resorted to the alarm of war. It was 
event which he had never apprehended, nor ‘did 
he now apprehend it. It was an event always 
possible, and for which every country ought to 
be prepared, and this constant state of preparation 
was the best means of averting it, which was 
not to be done by temporising measures. A 
country which acts justly towards others and 
shows a desire of peace, and, at the same time, a 
resolution to defend itself, will always be the 
most safe from injury and aggression. a 

When Mr. H. sat down, there was a loud call 
for the committee to rise (it being past three) 
when Mr. Livineston rose, and hoped the ques- 
tion would be taken. The question was put for 
the committee to rise, and carried —42 to 40. 


CORPS OF ARTILLERISTS, &c. 


A bill was received from the Senate for raising 
and organizing an additional corps of artillerists 
and engineers, which was read the first time ; 
when Mr. Macon moved that it be rejected, as 
he saw no necessity for increasing our ‘army. 
The motion was opposed by Mr. W. Smera, who 
said the men would be wanted for supplying the 
garrisons; and in order to get rid of the question, 
he moved the House to adjourn. Carried. 


neutrals-must. be unacquainted with the circum- 
stances, and the besieged party would not testify 
against themselves. Indeed, access could not be 
had to them, and, of course, their opinion could 
not be known. The besiegers must therefore 
make. the declaration in the first instance, and 
neutrals ‘must believe it. . Whether false or true, 
becomes afterwards a question in the Courts of 
Admiralty, or between the Governments; but 
for neutrals to dispute it in the first instance, at 
the mouths of their cannon, would be an act of 
hostility; therefore, if a French squadron should 
place itself before an English port in the West 
Indies, and declare it in a state of blockade, our 
armed ships must be instructed to abstain from 
any attempt to enter. Even if half a dozen 
French privateers were to station themselves off 
Portsmouth, and declare it in a state of blockade, 
our ships must not dispute the point or attempt to 
goin by force. If they do not think it blockaded, 
they may attempt to enter peaceably, if they 
please, and, when taken, dispute the point in the 
Courts of Admiralty, or leave it to the two Gov- 
ernments to be settled by negotiation; but they 
must be prevented from clearing out for such 
ports with arms, and forbidden, under strong 
penalties, to attempt to enter by force. Should 
they make such attempts, it is at their own risk, 
and not an act of the Government. 

So also as to places declared to be in a state of 
rebellion. There are several ports in the West 
Indies which the French authority there has 
declared to be-in this state. The truth of this 
declaration will be a matter of controversy when 
any of our vessels shall be taken in the attempt 
‘to enter those ports peaceably; but, in the mean- 
time, they must not be allowed to attempt to 
enter by force. They must be prohibited in the 
same manner as if the place were declared by the 
commander of .a squadron to be in a state of 
blockade. At least, Mr. H. said, this appeared to 
him to be ‘proper, according to his present view 
of the point. He might hereafter think other- 
wise, for his mind was not fully made up. But 
the adoption of the propositign demands serious 
consideration ; it was certainly practicable, and, 
if done, would save the Government from any 
responsibilty, and that was sufficient for the 
present purpose. 

‘These modifications, Mr. H. said, and as many 
more as might be thought necessary, it would be 
practicable to introduce into a bill. The provis- 
ions of this bill would be digested into a set of 
instructions, and owners of vessels applying for 
permission to arm defensively, would be obliged 
to conform to the law, and to give large bonds 
with sufficient security for conforming to the in- 
structions. Resolves, by way of indictment, might 
also be added for masters of vessels who should 
contravene the instructions. If they should still 
be contravened, the Government would have 
nothing to-do but disavow the act, show the in- 
structions, and. say tothe other nation, “punish 
these persons if you ean catch them; they have 

» disobeyed our orders, and if they come here we 
-will punish them, “In the meantime, we will 


Tuurspay, June 8, E 
; EXPORTATION OF ARMS, Ra e 
The bill for preventing the exportation of arms. 
} and ammunition, was read the third time 3; when 


267 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


268 


H.orR.] 


Defensive Measures. 


[Jons, 1797. 


Mr. Lyon said, except the word “cannons” 
were struck out of it, he could not consent to 
vote for the passing of the bill. 

Mr. W. Smura called for the yeas and nays 
upon the passing of this bill, which were accord- 
ingly taken, and stood—yeas 74, nays 8, as fol- 
ow: 

Yzas—John Allen, George Baer, jun, Abraham 
Baldwin, David Bard, James A. Bayard, Thos. Blount, 
Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Nathan Bryan, 
Samuel J. Cabell, John Chapman, Christopher G. 
Champlin, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, James 
Cochran, Joshua Coit, William Craik, John Dawson, 
John Dennis, George Dent, George Ege, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Free- 
man, Nathaniel Freeman, jun., Albert Gallatin, Wil- 
liam B. Giles, James Gillespie, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Andrew Gregg, Roger 
Griswold, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, William 
Hindman, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James 
H. Imlay, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Samuel 
Lyman, James Machir, Joseph McDowell, Daniel Mor- 
gan, Anthony New, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, 
Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., 
James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, 
Tompson J. Skinner, Thomas Sinnickson, Jeremiah 
Smith, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel Smith, William 
Smith, of Charleston, William Smith, of Pinckney 
District, Richard Sprigg, jun., Richard Stanford, John 
Swanwick, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark 
Thomson, John E. Van Alen, Joseph B. Varnum, 
John Williams, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—Lucas Elmendorph, William Findley, Mat- 
thew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair 
McClenachan, John Nicholas, and Abraham Venable. 


PREVENTION OF PRIVATEERING. 


Mr. W. Smita, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill for preventing the fitting out 
of privateers, made a report, which recommended 
ah agreement to all the amendments of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, except one for prohibiting 
citizens from taking command, or entering on 
board of any vessel with an intent to cruise 
against vessels of the United States; instead of 
which, they recommended another to be enacted 
in a separate law, confining this bill entirely to 
private vessels. 

“The House went into a Committee of the 
Whole on this report, agreed to it, and afterwards 
took it up and agreed to it in the House, and the 
pill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


Mr. W. Smira moved, that a committee be: 


appointed to prepare and report a bill to prohibit 
citizens of the United States from taking the 
command of, or entering on board, any ship of 
war of any foreign Power. A committee of three 
‘was accordingly appointed. 

“Mr. Corr believed, that some inconveniences 
arose from vessels which had been taken prizes 
from citizens of the United States, being again 
sold to éitizens of’ this country, and from their 
obtaining fresh registers for them, as the doing of 
-< it appeared to be an additional inducement to 

_ eaptares, He therefore proposed a resolution to 


appoint a committee to consider the propriety of 
prohibiting the practice in future, which was 
agreed to, and a committee of three appointed. 


CORPS OF ARTILLERISTS, &c. 


Mr. W. Smitran moved that the House take up 
the bill which was under consideration yesterda 
when an adjournment took place, viz: the bil 
for raising an additional corps of artillerists and 
engineers; when 

Mr. Macon said, he should not renew his mo- 
tion for rejecting the bill, as it might consume 
more time than letting it take its course; but he 
did not think he showed any want of candor in 
wishing to get rid of itin that way. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina talked as much about 
candor, and showed as little of it as any man in 
that House. ; l 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Livinesron said, it was well known that 
the Commissioners for settling the British debts 
were now organized and ready to proceed to busi- 
ness. It had been suggested that great evils 
might arise for want of an agent to check the 
claims of the British. He should, therefore, pro- 
pose that such an agent be appointed. He laida 
resolution upon the table, directing that provision 
be made by law for enabling the Executive to 
appoint an agent for this purpose. 


DEFENSIVE MEASURES. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and the 5th resolution, viz: that respecting the 
arming of merchant vessels, with the amendments 
which had been yesterday offered, being under 
consideration— 

Mr. Ors said, it ought to be considered that 
they were not about to grant a privilege to our 
vessels to arm in their own defence, but to modify 
that right. He thought all discussions on the 
law of nations were secondary ; for, if our own 
law did not forbid the practice, it was necessary 
something should bg done to regulate it, and when 
the bill was brought in, gentlemen might direct 
their objections to such parts of it as they thought 
proper. There could be no doubt that the law of 
nations warranted the practice; but it might be 
our policy to put it under a stricter control than 
other nations had done, because all other com- 
mercial nations had fleets to protect their com- 
merce. He spoke of the difference between car- 
rying arms on board a vessel and of using them. 

Mr. O. referred to a provision in the law of 
nations, which, if it did not positively acknow- 
ledge the right of merchant vessels of neutral 
nations to be armed, at least implied it. It was, 
that vessels of war have a right to examine mer- 
chant vessels, and, if they make any resistance, 
they shall be considered as lawful prize, which 
supposed them to be in a capacity to fight. It 
was acknowledged that this power might be 
abused; and therefore it was, that they proposed 
to restrict it in the most effectual manner. At 
present there was nothing to, prevent the owner 
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of any vessel from arming it, from which great 
disorder might ensue, but the order of the Execu- 
‘tive; which might be any day revoked. But 
these regulations were scrupulously to avoid 
-eause of offence to any nation, and the improper 
-<conduct of the captain of any vessel would be 
‘disavowed. The only question was, which was 
athe best way of doing this. All were agreed that 
_the regulation would be proper to the East Indies 
‘and the Mediterranean, but there seemed some 
‘doubt as to the propriety of including the West 
Indies. 
Mr. O. contended, that if the danger in the 
West India seas was as great from unauthorized 
>» cruisers as it was in the East India or Mediter- 
ranean seas (and he thought this had clearly ap- 
peared) the same regulation ought to be extended 
to that quarter. But it was said it might be the 
“cause of war. He took it for granted such re- 
strictions would be made in the law as would 
:-preventany real pretext for war, and if the French 
“were determined to act upon specious ones, they 
` would not want them: and if they had them not, 
they could manufacture them, and nothing that 
we could: do would prevent them from making 
war upon us. 3 
Mr. O. denied that resentment could have all 

the effect ascribed to it, since.it would only ope- 
rate to any effect upon a few individuals; nor did 
che think the captains employed in the West 
‘India service would be less likely to consult the 
interest of their employers and of their country 
‘than those employed in the East India and Medi- 
terranean trade. He denied also, that if a cap- 
tain was so imprudent as to force a vessel into a 
rebel port, that it would be a cause of war, nor 
+ would the French Republic ever make ita pre- 
¿text of offence. - Indeed, if it were a fact that the 
unauthorized cruisers in the West Indies were in 
rebellion to the Freach Government, we should, 
in fact, be fighting their battles by fitting our ves- 
sels to oppose their unjustifiable attacks. 
> The gentleman from New York had objected 

to this proposition because it appeared naked. 
He thought this no objection, because the gentle- 
man could take it out into the committee room 
and clothe it with his own ideas. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania had said the expense 
would be an objection; but he might have known 
that no one ‘would be forced into the regulation. 
¿But it was said the merchants were against arm- 
ing their vessels. They were apt, he said, to sup- 
pose that because half a dozen persons with whom 
‘they conversed were of their opinion, that every 
-body thought alike. 
=. But suppose this was the opinion of some mer- 
chants, did not they expect there would be other 
measures taken for the protection of our trade ? 
-Jn order to put the matter upon a right footing, 
; gentlemen should say to these merchants, “ We 
will do nothing; we are willing that privateers 
should not oniy come off your Capes, but up to 
your city, and take your bank; (he did not know 
‘whether there would be any one found. to wel- 
‘come them ;) we want to go home ; the weather 
gets warm ; our own affairs have need of our at- 


tention.” But, added Mr. O., if the merchants are 
averse to this proposition, why do they not meet 
and declare their opinions? If they were to do 
this, it would have some weight with him. 

Another gentleman had told them that the loss 
sustained by depredations upon our commerce did 
not wholly fall upon our merchants, but upon the 
public at large. - That the gentleman from Penn-- 
sylvania should have supported a theoretical idea 
of this sort, would not have surprised him; but 
that a gentleman, who was himself a merchant, 
should have given countenance to it was extraor- 
dinary. If the merchants and insurers were to 
lose the whole of their capitals by these spolia- 
tions, would it be any satisfaction to them to be 
told that the farmers would also be affected by 
their losses? Or, if the matter was reversed, and 
a mildew should destroy the crops of a number of 
farmers, the misfortune would of course raise the 
price of grain, and the public would be affected 
by the misfortune; yet, the advance in price 
would be general, and the suffering would be con- 
fined to those who crops had been destroyed: 

Seeing, then, said Mr. O., that our commerce is 
thus exposed, shall we desist from all pradent 
measures of protecting it? If we do, we shall be 
obliged to the mortifying alternative of putting 
our vessels under British at he or suffer them 
to becaptured ; and he believed if nothing'was done 
for the protection of our trade, it would be found 
at the next session of Congress, that all the vës- 
sels which had arrived safe, would have been thus 
convoyed. a 

Mr. O. concluded by a complaint of ‘the want - 
of candor in charging gentlemen, who advecated 
this motion, with being advocates of war. ‘He 
thought gentlemen had used language in the 
course of the debate that they would not have 
used out of doors. He feared the time was com- 
ing when they should be obliged to unite in the 
defence of their common country, and he thought 
it would be well to avoid all unreasonable provo- 
cation. But, if gentlemen were determined to 
say, because he advocated the arming of our 
merchant vessels, that he advocated a war pro- 
position, and that it would produce war in six 
months, he could not help it. The public must 
judge between them. . 

Mr. Varnoum said the gentleman last up had 
taken much pains to show that the citizens of the 
United States had aright to arm their vessels, and 
to resist the attacks of foreign nations. If this 
were true, he was astonished the doctrine should 
have lain so long dormant. But he believed ‘the 
right had not been considered to exist, and hebe- 
lieved it ought to exist. Though the President 
had forbidden the arming of merchant vessels, yet 
gentlemen asserted they had a right to do it. 
[Mr. Oris interrupted Mr. Varnom to read an 
extract from the President’s Speech on the sub- 
ject, where he says he did not doubt the policy 
and propriety of merchants arming their vessels. |“ 
Mr. V. said the President might not doubt the po- 
licy and propriety, and yet not be satisfied as to. 
the legality of the measure: If individuals had =< -- 
this right, he hoped they should passa law before. 
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they. rose, to prevent its exercise,.as he doubted. 
.not. if this plan was. gone into that this country 
‘would soon be involved in the horrors of war. 
Mr. V. wished to know what. cause existed at 
resent more than for four years past, for going 
santo. this measure... Gentlemen had brought for- 
„ward many ideal depredations committed by the 
_French Republic, of which no evidence had been 
attempted to be adduced. They had proof indeed 
of three or four vessels being taken into France in 
the report of Major Mountflorence, yet gentlemen 
‘exclaimed that our commerce was laid at the feet 
of France. . If this were so, why did not the evi- 
dences lie before them? The cries of women and 
children, which had been the other day introduced, 
was.no proof. He believed those cries had been 
produced by an overbearing spirit of speculation, 
in this country, more than by the depredations of 
„any nation whatever. He saw nothing in the 
‘French Republic like a wish-to injure the property 
„of the citizens of the United States. Mr. V.then 
took. notice of the decree which they had taken 
in respect to the British, and doubted not, when 
our negotiators should settle that. business, that 
the present misunderstanding would be doneaway, 
anå they would be convinced of our good wishes 
„towards: them. He did not wonder that the 
French should have been offended with this coun- 
„try. He thought they had cause for offence in 
-the:British Treaty; nor was he of opinion that 
_our conduct towards them had been more friendly 
„than to other nations, which he thought they 
‘had some reason to expect; not but that he ap- 
-plauded our Executive in taking such a part as 
was calculated to keep us out of the war. He 
‘believed it would have been a wise thing not to 
have entered into any treaty with either nation 
ull: the conclusion of the war.—[The Chairman 
reminded Mr. V. of the question.] He concluded 
th hoping we should wait the event of negotia- 
‘tion, without doing anything which might event- 
ually lead to war. 
` Mr. Nicuotas would not again. have troubled 
the committee, had not the importance of the 
_question appeared to him to require it. They 
were told that merchants had a right to arm their 
“vessels, and a motion was made to sanction the 
arming of them to the West. Indies, in addition 
,to:the East Indies and the Mediterranean, under 
Gertain restrictions. So that they were about to 
jadmit the right of the merchants to do the thing. 
_1t-was necessary therefore to inquire, whether this 
¿Was the practice of nations. 
` -It was: said. that there was no law to prevent 
arming; yet the President had forbidden the 
arming of merchant vessels, exeept in certain 
.cases,and he should not be willing to believe that 
he would do what.he had no right todo. And 
‘Surely no gentleman would contend that the Pre- 
“sident: bad the power to do, or not to do; accord- 
‘Ing:to his will. It was his business to execute the 
law, and not to.make it. He believed there had 
‘been ‘no. hesitation, since the passing of the law 
794:4n believing. that vessels. arming in. the, 
i ne United States were doing so. with an 
antent to:commit: hostility. To suppose the con- 


trary, would. be to bring the Executive into.a 
situation. which he did not deserve. © . 

The gentlemen declared it was their intention 
to suppress a natural right. He would not wil- 
lingly dispute their intention, but he believed this 
was not the whole of it, because the gentleman 
from South Carolina had spoken of forcing our 
vessels into the rebel ports of the West Indies, 
than which no step could be taken which would 
sooner lead to a war. But gentlemen said that 
the law of nations countenanced this doctrine, and 
said it remained with them who opposed’ it to 
prove the contrary. The fact was, the law of 
nations was silent upon this point. But if it had 
been a beneficial thing, and conducive to the:hap- 
piness of a country, would it not have been.at 
some time acted upon, and noticed by the writers 
on the law of nations? And is not their silence 
pretty strong evidence that the right was never 
exercised? The reason of the case was strong 
against the practice, as, if unrestrained, it was 
acknowledged it would lead directly to war, as-it 
would have a tendency to violate the rights of 
other nations; and if this would be the natural 
consequence of the measure unrestrained, he be- 
lieved the same effects would be produced, not- 
withstanding any restraints which might be 
enacted to regulate the practice; and if they au- 
thorized.a practice which produced evil, it would 
be the same as if they authorized the evil. 

But gentlemen say this measure could give the 
French no real offence, and if they would act 
from specious ones, they would never be in want 
of them. Mr. N. said he did not want to remove 
specious pretences of offence, and, if this country 
gave no solid ones, he should never be heard to 
raise his voice in favor of France. Butit was his 
opinion this proposition was pregnant with real 
offence. ; 

The gentleman last up seemed to think that if 
the merchants were indisposed to the measure, 
then it would not be carried into effect, and of 
course could do no harm; but, though the gene- 
rality of merchants might be opposed to it, yet 
there might be enough ready to enter into it. to 
involve the country in mischief. For, when once 
this business was gone into, they could not say— 
thus far it shall go and no farther; nor would any 
bond which could be entered into be an effectual 
security for our peace. 

He was surprised to hear the complaints of 
the gentleman last up, with respect to. attribu- 
ting improper motives to:gentlemen, since he.be- 
lieved that gentleman had himself been as repre- 
hensible in this respect as any other. Indeed, this 


‘very day he had spoken of the French coming 


up to our wharves, and intimated certain persons 
would be ready to receive them. He thought the 
admonition came ill from one who had been twice 
obliged to recant what he had saidin this way. 
Mr. N. concluded with hoping the amendment 
would be rejected; nor did he wish the resolu- 
tion to be agreed to without it, since he believed 


‘if it passed that House, it -would not. pass the 


Senate, and: if apy-law passed on the-subject, he 
wished it to be so expressed as. to do away. the 
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supposition -that the right in merchants to arm 
was acknowledged. 

Mr. Swanwick said, that as the question was 
to insert the words West Indies in the resolution, 
it might not be amiss to make a few observations 
‘on.that trade. Much had been said about the re- 
-strictions which should be laid on vessels going 
out, that they should carry no contraband articles 
r English or French property, and that therefore 
they could not be legally stopped ; but, he asked, 
under what regulation vessels were to be put on 
their return? What documents could a vessel 
bring from any port in the West Indies? Every 
‘person who was acquainted with the West India 
trade. knew that it was a continued source of dis- 
trust, lest the French or English should export 
their property under cover of American property ; 
‘and, in either case, where the fact appeared, ves- 
els were looked upon as good prizes. This col- 
dusion, he said, had been carried on in a variety 
ways, some of which he explained. He knew 
of no method by which this could be prevented, 
‘and still he believed more vessels were taken 
coming from than going to the West Indies. Mr. 
8. saw. no advantages from arming, because, he 
believed, we should not only lose our vessels, but 
lso the arms on board; and these vessels would 
robably be made use of as privateers against our 
own trade. 

But why, said Mr. S., is so much said about the 
rench in this debate? This arming, he said, 
ould operate principally against Great Britain, 
as a greater number of our vessels in the West 
ndies were taken by the British than by the 
‘rench, because we had much more valuable 
rade: with the French, Spanish, and Dutch 
lands, than with the British. France would 
ther be pleased than offended at our determina- 
„tion to protect our trade, because the want of that 
‘protection had been one of their causes of com- 
laint; and they would know that in a fortnight 
fter we sent our armed vessels to sea they would 
e fighting with. the British. So that this mea- 

re would be like a two-edged sword, and cut a 
ontrary way from that which its movers and 
ee intended. 

t was asked how long we should submit to the 
degradation of our vessels being convoyed by the 
armed ships of Great Britain? He would answer, 
aAhat these convoys were confined to their own 
“ports, and did not extend to the French, Dutch, 
or Spanish ports. If the French had a sufficient 
force in that quarter, they might also convoy our 
-wessels from thence. 

s When he spoke before on this question, he said 
» the expense of this measure was of itself a suffi- 
seient objection to it; when it was answered that 
his was no objection, because if merchants did 
ot find their account in it, they were not ob- 
ged to go into the measure. But it was not 
nly on this account that he objected to the plan, 
it because it would give rise to collusions of the 
aost dangerous kinds, and all regulations which 
ould. be thought of would be insufficient to pre- 
ent them. 

-Ht had been said, if this measure was not gone 


into, our coasting trade would be ruined. "Was 
it then expected that French privateers would 
come and take our coasting vessels? If so, were -~ 
our coasters to be armed? This he could hardly 
suppose, as no transportation could support the 
expense of such a measure, and if not, what: be- 
came of the argument on this ground ? 

Mr. S. concluded by saying, he had shown 
that a regulation of the kind proposed could not 
effect its object, that our vessels would not be 
able to cope with the force they would meet 
with, and that it would lead tu war. He be- 
lieved we must determine upon one of two things, 
viz: either to continue our trade, as at present, 
by means of insurance, or give it up altogether. 
And this might be left to regulate itself; because, 
whilst the profits arising from it were sufficient to 
make it worth the attention of merchants, it 
would be carried on; when it was not, it would 
be declined. E 

Mr. Porter hoped the amendment would pre- 
vail, and that we should soon have the question, 
as he thought there had been more than enough 
said upon it. Hé was afraid no question would 
hereafter come up, but gentlemen ‘would think 
it necessary to tell them all they knew about the 
law of nations, &c. Many gentlemen had com- 
plained of long speeches and personalities, and 
immediately made. still longer, and been more 
personal. He could not say whether these long 
speeches were made to display members’ own 
vanity, or from their opinion of the ignorance of 
the House. 

Mr. Harrer took notice of what had fallen 
from Mr. Swanwick on the subject of French 
and British spoliations. On a former occasion 
he had said that the depredations of the British 
were equal to those of the French; but now-he 
told them they were much greater. Mr. H. said, 
he then called upon him for his proof, and he 
referred him to the insurance offices. He had 
accordingly applied to them; and though he had 
not yet got his information complete, such as it 
was, he would lay it before the committee. 

From the Insurance Company of Pennsylvania, 
he found that since the 1st of January the French 
had taken four ships, five brigs, and three schoon- 
ers, insured in that office, and the British onl 
two brigs in the same time. From the Nort 
America Insurance his account was less complete, 
as it went back to the beginning of 1796, and 
ended with the end of it, when the spoliations of 
the French were not so great as they have been 
since. The total amount of British captures dur- 
ing that period was $99,274—of French, $271,000. 
But he believed, if the account was brought up 
to the present date, the French spoliations would 
be ten times the amount of the British. But of 
this he should be more certain to-morrow, as he 
was promised a statement of them at that:time. 

Mr. S. Surru said, if he understood the obser- 
vations of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it 


referred to captures of fair and honorable trade, -< 


and not to those made of vessels:of the Usited — - 


States-engaged in illicit intercourse. -If when the : 


gentleman obtains his information from: the insa: 
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rance offices, he will get them to state to what 
place vessels which were taken were bound, and 
with what they were laden, the committee could 
be able to understand what they were about. 
Philadelphia, he said, was particularly situated in 
this respect. One of the most respectable houses 
in the city was one upon whom Mr. Whiggles- 
worth, the British agent, drew all his bills for 
produce, carried for the use of the British Gov- 
ernment. This gave them an advantage over 
other parts of the Union, and hence it was that 
there were more depredations committed by the 
French upon vessels from Philadelphia Caan from 
any other port; but much of this trade was ille- 
gal, as it was carried on to ports where there 
were only a few British troops, and which were 
deemed by the French rebel ports. It was on 
this account that he had twice proposed a resolu- 
tion to the House, but had not able to pass it, to 
get a particular account of vessels taken, in going 
to the West Indies, since the Ist of October, 1796. 
This account from the insurance offices, he said, 
was not a fair one. Many vessels, he said, were 
captured, taken into British ports, and, after being 
put to great loss and inconvenience, released. 
These did not come within the view of the insu- 
rance office, though they were, probably, obliged 
to sell their cargoes at fifty per cent. under their 
value. Therefore, any account which could be 
got from insurance offices could not be relied 


upon. 

Mr. S. said, he had this morning received let- 
ters from different captains in his employ to and 
from French ports, who had been carried into 
British ports, and obliged to sell their cargoes at 
a price by which he would lose fifty per cent. 
He learnt that the privateers state their orders to 
be, to take and carry into British ports all vessels 
‘bound to and from French ports. They state 
‘that nine American vessels were taken in this 
way, and carried into Cape Nichola Mole, and 
afterwards sent to Jamaica. These, he said, never 
came before an insurance office, because they 
were excepted against in the policy of insurance. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had said, 
why did not the merchants meet, and express their 
wishes on the subject. The merchants in Phila- 
delphia, Mr. S. observed, consisted of English, 
French, and American, and so different were 
their feelings, that were they to meet, they proba- 
bly would not agree to any declaration which 
could be formed. i 

Mr. S. read the proclamation of Victor Hugues, 
wherein he declares certain ports of the West In- 
dies in a state of rebellion, and forbids trading to 
them. He thought this provision just, and if per- 
sons continued to trade to these ports, after this 
notice, they must take the consequence. 

Mr. Caamp.in interrupted Mr. Smita to in- 
quire whether Martinique was included in the re- 
bel ports, because it.had been taken by the British 
after a vigorous resistance. Though, he said, he 
Was to merchant, his friends were engaged in 
“commerce, and from them he had some knowl- 
edge: on that subject... The gentleman from Penn- 

-sylvania had stated.our-commerce was stopped to 


te 


the Havannah, whereas he knew that thirty or — 
forty vessels which trade between Rhode Island. 4 
and the Havannah had arrived safe. They had | 
been searched, but, after examination, all of them 


-had been dismissed. 


Mr. S. Smita said Martinique was considered 
asa rebel port by Victor Hugues. It was true 
that Port Royal was bravely defended by French -: 
troops, but the island itself was given up to the | 
British without resistance. But suppose that 
island was taken fairly, they were cautioned 
against trading there, and it would afterwards 
become a matter for discussion between the two 
Governments ; and if it ought not to be considered 
as a rebel port, he trusted we should get redress 
for the property which had been taken in going ` 
there. The property of vessels bound to the re- 
gular ports of Great Britain, Victor Hugues 
caused to be sold, and the amount placed in the 
treasury. 

Mr. CHAMPLIN again interrupted Mr. S. to say, 
that property thus taken was sold for one-tenth of 
its value, and the small sum of money for which 
it was sold was placed in their treasury—so that 
the whole value was detained from the owner. 

Mr. S. Suira acknowledged that this was true. 
The goods were sold at vendue (perhaps unfairly) 
for whatthey would feteh. Mr. S. here mentioned: ' 
the case of a ship of his taken by Victor Hugues, 
which had been misrepresented to his disadvan= ` 
tage. It was the ship Jane, chartered by him, the | 
supercargo of which was cruelly treated, and 
placed in prison, from the idea that the vessel : 
belonged to a Scotch merchant in Baltimore, of | 
the same name with his supercargo; but, on the. ; 
mistake being cleared up, and finding on the trial | 
that the vessel belonged to a real American, who 
was in the habit of trading to French ports, and 
that she was bound to Martinique, and not to Gua- 
daloupe, she was released. This account of the 
transaction was at the time fairly represented in 
the American Daily Advertiser, but, from some 
cause or other, had got represented to his disad~ 
vantage in other papers. He apologised to the 
committee for having troubled them with this | 
fact; but, as it had been alluded to by several i 
gentlemen in the course of the debate, he thought 
it necessary in his justification to state it. 

Mr. Brooks said the committee had long been 
amused with matters no Way. connected with the 
subject under discussion. He should confine him- 
self to it. That an individual had a right to arm 
his vessel for self-defence, was very clear. It was 
the practice not only of this, but of every other 
nation. The next consideration was, whether it 
was expedient at this time to go into the measure. 
Gentlemen had talked about what had been done 
on a former oceasion, when another nation cap- 
tured our vessels, which he thought had nothing 
to do with the present question. Heretofore our 
merchant vessels had been captured by vessels 
of considerable force; but of late the principal 
depredations committed upon our commerce were 
the acts of small vessels without authority. He 
thought it was therefore a question with the com- 
mittee, whether they could not so modify the re- 
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Mr. Gies reprobated the idea of masters of 
vessels being accountable and of placing the peace 
of the United States at risk upon a merchant’s 
bond. The gentleman might be very bold about 
war; he could not help saying he dreaded it. 
‘Why, he asked, did they all at once feel this ebul- 
lition ? They had all the information last session 
which they had at present, except as to the insult 
offered to our Minister; yet he believed, if any 
man had come forward with a proposition like 
the present at that time, he would have been 
deemed a madman. And now commissioners 
are appointed to settle our differences, and they 
were about to lay the foundation for a thousand 
fresh disputes. He found himself much alarmed 
at this, because he knew this country had all to 
lose, and nothing to gain, by war; and nothing 
increased his apprehension more than the lan- 


arm our vessels to contest. the point with any 
foreign Power. 
> Nor did Mr. G. think our present situation so 
calamitous as some gentlemen had affected to 
state it. He believed it was as good as it ever 
ould be in any time of peace. The best criteri- 
on was the price of produce. Much mischief, it 
‘was true, had been occasioned by spoliations upon 
merchants’ property at sea; but he believed 
much greater had been occasioned by wild specu- 
Jations on land. And it was no wonder, that 
when individuals were out of humor from their 
dosses, that extravagant measures should be 
thought of; but that they should be seriously 
ged in a legislative body, was surprising. He 
usted there never wé@uld be a House of Re- 
-presentatives so lost to the interests of its coun- 
Ary, as to agree to a measure like the present. 

, Mr. GALLATIN said, that the question having 
been so frequently called for, he would not again 
have troubled the committee, had he not consid- 
ered the present amendment to be of as great im- 
orones as any question that was likely to come 

efore them during the present session. It was 
nothing less than to declare that our merchant 
fessels, armed in the West India trade, should be 
yder certain restrictions. It had no relation to 
whether the right existed or not; but whether 
ey should give the power, if it did not exist, or 

train it, if it-did. 
He meant to contend, that if the measure was 
pted, it could not be productive of one single’ 


advantage, but that it would 
modify it as they pleased. 

If the power of self-defence was employed 
against search or capture, it would transgress the 
law of nations. To prove that resistance to a 
search was ground of capture, he read passages 
from Vattel and Marten. If resistance could be 
used at all, then it must be to resist illegal search. 
This would depend upon Treaties of Commerce 
which might be in existence. By our treaties 
with France, Holland, and, he believed, Spain, 
the modes in which searches shall be made hese 
been pointed out. No vessel of war was allowed 
to come nearer to our vessels than gun-shot, and 
were not to oblige our vessels to send out their 
boats, but were themselves to send their boat, with 
a certain number of men, on board. 

If one of their vessels should attempt to search 
an American vessel contrary to these stipulations, 
it might be called an illegal search, and the pro- 
vision of self-defence might be carried into effet, 
and in this case alone. And he wished to know 
whether any advantage was to be derived from 
being authorized to resist in such case? It might 
produce an engagement, but could never prevent 
a vessel being taken ; because one of two things 
would happen—the privateer would either com- 
ply with the regulations, or go on to fight and 
take the vessel. He said it was not possible to 
prevent the vessel from being taken. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina had pointed out a 
number of restrictions under which it would be 
proper to place vessels thus armed; but suppose 
the vessel to be in none of these situations, what 
was then to be done? Our vessels, he said, might 
be loaded with papers and regulations; the fact 
was, that we had no right to judge of the fact. 
We say no privateer has a right to take this ves- 
sel, because engaged in a legal trade ; but, if a pri- 
vateer, on inspecting the vessel’s papers, suspects 
the contrary, he may take the vessel, and the 
cause must be tried in the admiralty court of the 
captor. To prove this, he referred to sundry doe- 
uments. 

This being the case, he did not see a single ad- 
vantage to be derived from arming, for a priva- 
teer might not only deny the cargo to be a | 
one, but that the vessel was American, as had 
been the case of a capture of a vessel going out 
from this port last year—[Mr. G. alluded to 
the ship Mount Vernon}—and as no suit had 
been instituted, he supposed the ground was a 
good one. Indeed. he was informed that the vres- 
sel and cargo was consigned by power of attorney 
to the consignee in England, to be delivered upon 
her arrival, and that a person on board was in pos- 
session of the consignment. Hf there were any 
other advantages to be derived from arming, he 
wished to hear it. 5 ios 

It was not, Mr. G. said from a fear of offending 
this or that Power, that he was against this regu- 
lation, but because it was calenlated to draw us 
into hostility; because, if our vessels: either te 
sisted search or capture, it would certainty lead 
to war; it would not only lead-to war, but it was 


produce great evils, 
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In addition to what had been said, it might be 
observed, that when the British exclusively com- 
mitted depredations upon our commerce, nothing 
was said about arming our merchant vessels ; and 
if they had done it, he believed it would have 
been considered as an infraction of the law of 
1794. He, therefore, submitted it to the commit- 
tee, whether a provision like the present would 
not be considered as an act of partiality. From 
this opinion, and that the measure would be im- 
mediate hostility, he should oppose it. 

Mr. Harper charged the gentleman last up 
with building his superstructure upon a sandy 
foundation. He insisted that the power of carry- 
ing vessels into port on suspicion, was done away 
by treaty, and that if a vessel had a regular sea- 
letter and passports on board, there could be no 
plea for carrying her in. Mr. H. complained that 
many American vessels were taken by small pri- 
vateers without any authority whatever. The 
Mount Vernon, he said, was taken by one of these, 
and there could be no ground of offence to any 
Government to resist the attacks of such marau- 
ders. The spoliations of 1794, and the present, 
were wholly different; and, therefore, there could 
be no ground for a charge of partiality. At that 
time our vessels were taken by large authorized 
privateers; now they were principally attacked 
and taken by small unauthorized vessels. 

„Mr. GALLATIN maintained his ground. and de- 
nied that a show of regular papers was sufficient 
to secure a vessel. 

Mr. W. Smits said, if the construction given 
to our treaties by the gentleman last up was a 
good one, it would go to nullify several articles 
in our treaties whose only tendency was to pre- 
vent vessels being carried into foreign ports as 
prizes, and therefore, as they were certainly meant 
to have some meaning, his construction could not 
be a good one. 

‘The question was not whether we should au- 
thorize our vessels to arm to protect themselves ; 
but whether, in the first place, our citizens have a 
natural right to arm and defend themselves, and 
if they have the right, whether the Legislature 
ought to restrict it, and in what cases. Though 
some gentlemen had denied this right to exist, no 
‘proof had been adduced in support of that opin- 
ion. The question then was, whether the righi 
should be restricted in voyages to the West In- 
dies as well as to the East Indies and Mediter- 
ranean. 

There could be no doubt, Mr. S. said, that if a 
search was attempted in any way contrary to the 
mode directed by treaty, such search was illegal, 
and warranted resistance. That merchant ves- 
sels had a right to arm in their defence, in addi- 
tion to their authorities, he had the opinion of the 
Attorney. General of the United States, which be 

_dtrusted would have due weight with the commit- 
tee.” [He read it; it was dated June 1.] 

it was said‘ this power was not exercised in 

. 17945 but he said they were now only about to 

gestrict.a right.which was then unrestrained. 

“Indéed, the privateers which then took our ves- 

sels would have been more than an overmatch for 


any armed merchant vessel, whilst a merchant 
vessel would be equal to cope with any vessel 
which now annoyed our trade in the West Indies, 

If merchant vessels armed at all, he thought 
there was as much necessity for it tothe West In- -: 
dies as to any other part. He contended that the 
construction put upon Vietor Hugues’s proclama- 
tion was a good one. He said he had ex&mined 
into the practice of the neutral nations, and he 
found that Sweden was in the habit of arming- 
her merchantmen. 

He called the attention of gentlemen to the 
consequences of rejecting the present amend- 
ment. He believed, if the restrictions were con- 
fined to the East Indies and Mediterranean, that 
the bill would not pass the Senate, if it passed that 
House. The right of arming would then be sanc- 
tioned, and they would have determined not to 
restrain it. The consequence would be, that mer- 
chants would arm their vessels incompetently, go 
and trade with what were called rebel ports, which 
would cause bloodshed; their vessels would be 
taken and they would be hanged; whereas, if the 
restriction passed, the arming might be confined 
to large vessels, which would be able to defend 
themselves. He hoped, therefore, the principle 
would be agreed to. 

Mr. Macon was surprised to hear the gentle- 
man from South Carolina introduce the opinion 
of the Attorney General in the way he had done. 
That gentleman was to give his opinion when 
called upon by the House; but it was extremely “ 
irregular to introduce it in the way he had pro- 
duced it, as given toan individual. He was op- » 
posed to the resolution, and said, if large bonds - 
were to be taken, none but men of property could. © 
find the security, and it would of course destroy. 
all the small vessels trading to the West Indies. 

The call for the question was loud, and also for ` 
the committee to rise. The question for the com- ` 
miitee to rise was put and negatived. 


Mr. Wixutams said he was as desirous of tak- ` 


ing the question as any one, but he wished to give 
his reasons for voting in favor of the amendment. 
He was far from thinking that the adoption of 
this resolution would amount to a declaration of 
war; ifso,he should be the first to oppose it. 
The measure was recommended to them in the 
Speech of the President, and he wished to go _ 
into a consideration of itè He wished the princi ` 
ple to be agreed to, and referred to a special com- ` 
mittee, that they might have a plan reported be- | 
fore them. But, in doing this, he should not con- | 
sider himself as pledged to support the bill, except 
he approved of it. 

The question was then taken on inserting the 
“West Indies.” and negatived, there being 35 
votes in favor of it, and against it 46. A motion 
was then made by Mr. Harper for the committee 
to rise, which was negatived, there being only 32 
votes in favor of it. The question was then taken 
on the first amendment, to insert “ East Indies 
and the Mediterranean,” and carried, 41 to 40. 

The question was about to be taken on the re- 
solution as amended, when Mr. Dayron said he 
had an amendment to introduce, but that as it 
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was then past four o’clock, he should move that 
the committee rise. He would just say that his 
amendment was intended to change the principle 
of the resolution altogether; it was to strike. out 
“restricting,” and insert “authorizing under cer- 
tain regulations.” He could by no means agree 
to give his countenance toa resolution that should 
convey an idea that the merchants had a right to 
arm their vessels without the previous consent of 
the Legislature. 

The committee then rose, and the House ad- 
journed. 


Fripay, June 9. 


_Svernen BoLLocK, from Massachusetts, ap- 
peared, produced his credentials, was qualified, 
and took his seat. 

The bill for preventing privateering was read 
the third time and passed. 


RETURN OF ARMS, &c. 


Mr. Biounr proposed a resolution to the fol- 
lowing effect: tem t 

“* Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before this House a re- 
turn of all the arms, ammunition, accoutrements, and 
other military stores, owned by the United States, spe- 
cifying their condition, and the place or places of their 
deposite.” 

The resolution was taken up the next day and 
adopted. 

DEFENSIVE MEASURES. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union; when, 
the fifth resolution being under consideration— 

Mr. Dayton (the Speaker) rose to make the 
motion which he yesterday proposed to make. It 
was to strike out “restricting,” and to insert 
“authorizing under certain regulations.” 

Mr. D. asked the committee if they had at- 
tended to the consequences which would follow 
the passing of a resolution like this, for restricting 
armed merchant vessels bound to the East Indies 
and Mediterranean? What would be the conse- 
quence, if this elementary proposition did not 
pass into.alaw? And if it was now carried, the 
bill, if the detail was. not approved, might die in 
that House or the Senate. In that case, this pro- 
position would-be differént from all other original 
abstract propositions, because it would go to esta- 
blish the. principle that merchants had a right to 
arm their vessels, to all parts of the world, if not 
restricted. And-it even had been hinted by the 
gentleman from. South. Carolina, for what purpose 
- he could not tell, that in the entering upon this 
discussion, ‘the right to arm was in some degree 
admitted. This had-excited some degree of alarm 
in his‘ mind.’ He was willing that a committee 
should be appointed;and that a bill should be re- 
ported on the subject’ to authorize merchant: ves- 
sels to. arm under cértain regulations... When that 
bill -was~before-them, such restrictions might be 
introduced as: should render -it. agreeable ‘to the 
House; but-he never could agree that a resolution 
should ‘pass which should goto deny the right of 


the Executive to interfere in preventing- vessels 
to-arm under any circumstances.. Members*who: 
were in favor of arming merchant vessels to all 
parts of the world, could not be against this pro= 
position, because it could be so modified, if a ma- 
jority should think it desirable; but he did not 
think it safe to establish the principle, that mer- 
chant vessels have a right to arm, without an act 
of the Legislature to sanction the practice. If this 
amendment was carried, a bill might be brought 
in accordingly ; if not, he should give his decided 
negative to the resolution. 

Mr. Dana thought this measure tended to 
arraign the conduct of Government. The Presi- 
dent had not supposed it to be his duty to prevent’ 
armed merchant vessels from sailing to the East 
Indies and Mediterranean. The instructions’ 
given to the custom-houses seemed to be founded 
on the ground of a right to arm; but, if they 
went on the idea that the merchants had no right 
to arm without permission, it seemed as if they 
ought to have been prevented from arming. 

Mr. Dayton showed the reverse of. the. posi- 
tion of the gentleman who had. just sat down, to’: 
be true. He. thought the restriction which: the: 
President had lately put upon arming vessels, was’ 
lawful and- commendable. 

Mr. VENABLE supported the amendment. 

It was put and carried, there being fifty-one 
votes in favor of it. 

An amendment to add the words, “and for.re- 
stricting,” was moved and carried. 

Mr. Porrer was against this resolution, be- 
cause he thought to pass a resolution allowing 
our merchants to do what they already did, that 
is, to go armed to the East Indies and the Medi- 
terranean, would be doing nothing. 

Mr. W. Sirs said he should. vote for.the: 
amendment, because it would not take away the 
tight cf merchants to arm, if it already existed; 
it would, on the contrary, sanction it, in the same 
way as the inserting of a known law of nations in 
a treaty, sanctioned that law. It mightalso serve 
as the foundation of other useful regulations. 

Mr. Otis believed this resolution would be a 
narrowing of the present ground; because he did 
not know that the word East Indies would in- 
clude Africa. He thought it would be better to 
leave the resolution a blank. He moved to strike 
out the words which defined the places to which 
the regulations should extend. 

The Cxarrman declared this motion not to be 
in order. 

Mr. Dayron said, a division of the question 
might be called for in the House. 

The question was then taken on the resolution: 
as amended, and negatived ; there being 37 for it,: 
and 45 against it. 


REQUISITION OF MILITIA, &c. 


Mr. BLounT proposed the following resolutions 
to the committee: 
- “Resolved, that provision ought to be made by law, 
for putting 80,000 militia of the United States, in equal 
proportions from the several States, in a state of requi- 
sition. - 
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- “Resolved, That. provision ought to be made by law 
for. procuring, by purchase or otherwise, thou- 
sand, stand of arms, with accoutrements complete, to 
be deposited in the several States, in proportion to the 
whole number of effective men in each.” 


DEFENSIVE MEASURES. 


; Mr. W. Smita said, he had waived a considera- 
tion of the third and fourth resolutions, in order 
to pass to the fifth, because he thought it was pro- 
bable the committee would have determined upon 
arming our merchant vessels; and if so, it might 
have influenced the votes of members on those; 
but, as the committee had just decided against 
arming merchant vessels,-he should propose an- 
other -resolution to the committee. It was well 
known that the three frigates which had been 
agreed to be manned, would not be ready for sea 
for several months; in the mean time there might 
be. occasion for some armed vessels; he should, 
therefore, submit to them the following reso- 
lution: > 

'“ Resolved, That it is the opinion of this committee, 
that the President of the United States ought to be 
authorized by law to provide a further naval force, 
whenever, in his opinion, the circumstances of the 
country shall require the same; and that dol- 

_ lars be appropriated for that purpose.” 

The Cuairman said the resolutions of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina were first in order. 
-Mr W.Smrra said he had no objection to the 
roposition of the gentleman from North Caro- 
ina, as a part of a plan of defence, but he thought 
it.also necessary to attend to the protection of our 

commerce. 

Mr. Biowunr said, it was perfectly indifferent to 
him whether the gentlemen from South Carolina 
considered hiş. plan as a part or the whole of a 
system: That gentleman had accused those who 
voted against his proposition, with being unwill- 
ing to place the country in a posture of defence. 
Now, he had voted against, and should continue 
to vote against, his proposition—but he was will- 
ing, notwithstanding (as he believed all those who 
voted with him were) to put the country in a 
state of defence. It was his opinion that internal 
defence only was necessary. He thought the 
system which he had proposed would be sufficient. 
When they had adopted this resolution, it might 
be considered whether any thing more was neces- 
sary. He had no idea of creating a naval force for 

_ defence; on the contrary, he believed it would be 
the means of plunging us into fresh difficulties. 
For this reason, if the resolution he had proposed 
were. passed into a law, he should go home satis- 
fied, with a belief that he had done all that was ne- 
cessary. And he was convinced that his con- 
Stituents:would believe that he never wanted a 
disposition to defend his country when in danger. 
«Mr. W. Smita did not think these propositions 
could: be.of any- useat. present; they would: be 
very. proper in case an invasion was apprehended. 
He thought the principal object, at this time, was 
to defend. our commerce, and thereby secure the 
revenue arising from it, either by. an effectual na- 
val armament, or by an embargo; and he thought 


he was correct in saying, in reference to this de- 
fence, that gentlemen opposed. every thing, and 
proposed nothing. Gentlemen, he said, were very 
ready to propose things which would cost the pub- 
lic nothing: the militia measure proposed would 
cost no more than the passing of the law; but, if 
ever any expense was to be incurred, then all was 
opposition. 

The commerce of the country could not be de- 
fended, without calling upon the people for reve- 
nue; and he thought those gentlemen who stepped 
forward to advocate such measures as involved 
expense, and which were consequently in some 
degree unpopular, deserved the gratitude of their 
constituents. He had never hesitated to do this, 
when he thought it necessary. He should not, 
however, object to the passing of this proposition ; 
he only rose to say, he did not think it immediately 
necessary. . 

Mr. TuatcHer objected to the phrase requisi- 
tion. However fond that gentleman might be of 
the French phrases, he did not wish to imitate 
them in their expressions in our legislative acts. 
He had no objection to the holding such a number 
of men in readiness. He hoped the sentiment 
would be expressed in American language. 

Mr. Biounr supposed he should be told, be- 
cause he used the word requisition in his reso- 
lutions, that he was one of the factious. He be- 
lieved if the gentleman looked over the old Con- 
gressional proceedings, he would find that the 
demands made upon the States were called re- 
quisitiops. He had, however, no objection to any 
other word which had the same meaning. He 
thought the objection a trifling one, and such as 
the gentleman ought to be ashamed of making. 

Mr. THATCHER replied, that he did not often 
say any thing of which he was ashamed; that he 
had said nothing about French factions; but, it 
was an old saying, “That‘a guilty conscience 
needs no accuser.” 

Mr. Broonrt (with a good deal of warmth) said 
he should take from no man, with impunity, such 
language as that. [There was a loud call to 
order. ] 

Mr. Lyon said, perhaps, if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts could be persuaded that requisition 
was plain English, he might be satisfied. 

Mr. W. Smita called for the reading of a simi- 
lar resolution passed in 1794; which being read, 
and a wish expressed that the present might be 
made conformable to it, Mr. BLounr gave his 
consent; and, after a few observations from Mr. 
Wituiams in favor of the resolution, though he 
denied that it could be carried into effect without 
expense, the resolution was agreed to. 

The resolution respecting the arms was passed 
over for the present, until information should be 
received asto what quantity of arms Government 
have. Mr. B. wished to make up the quantity 
eighty thousand, and to have them distributed in 
the way proposed; but upon several gentlemen 
expressing opinions that there would not be a 
want of arms, he consented to postpone the reso- 
lation. 


jo Mr: W. SmiTH called the attention of the com- 
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mittee to the resolution he had proposed respect- 
ing an additional naval armament. 

Mr. Varnum could hardly suppose the gentle- 
man serious in proposing this resolution, as the 
power of judging and determining of whatever 
related to the army or navy was assigned by the 
Constitution to the Legislature, and this being 
the case, they alone had the right to exercise it, 
and could not delegate it to another. Ifa further 
naval armament were to be provided, he trusted 

- they should provide it, as he should not he willing 
to delegate the power (if it could be done) to any 
man, however great and good he might be. 

Mr. W. Sirs said, if the gentleman last up 
had not appeared very serious, he should not have 
supposed he had really been so. What was his 
argument?. It was, that because Congress was 
empowered to provide a navy, yet they could not 
authorize the Executive to do it during the recess 
of Congress. As well might he say, that because 
that House had only the right to borrow money, 
they could not authorize the President to do the 
business for them. The authority, he took it, 
emanated from that House, but they could em- 
power the President to act in their behalf. For, 
if the gentleman’s construction was true, in what- 
ever danger this country might be involved, the 
President could not call out the militia. Mr. S. 
mentioned several other instances in which this 
power was exercised by the President, and par- 
ticularly the power of laying an embargo in the 
year 1794, during the recess of Congress; and 
this power, he said, must be given again, except 
some means for defending our commerce was de- 
termined upon; for he believed, when it should 
be known that there was no disposition in that 
House to defend our commerce, the picaroons 
would swarm upon our coasts. He wished to 
leave it to the Executive to procure a small num- 
ber of merchant vessels, and convert them into 
vessels of war, to be placed either at the entrance 
of our rivers, or to eruise-on our coast. If this 
were not done, our coasting trade would be cut 
up. What was then to be done, provided this 
should be the case, after the House shall have 
broken up? Was the President again to call 
them together to determine what was to be done? 
He trusted they did not wish this, and yet gen- 
tlemen came forward and desired to defeat the 
business. at the threshold by a Constitutional 
scruple.. Mr. S. coneluded with reading an ex- 
tract from a newspaper, giving an account of an 
armed American vessel having taught the pica- 
roons civility, and from thence enforcing the 
necessity. of arming. 

Mr. Vannum defended the construction he had 
put upon the resolution, as the President was left 
to determine the propriety of the naval force. 

Mr. Nicnouas defended the construction of the 

: gentleman from Massachusetts, though he acknow- 
ledged, in cases of necessity, the House had thought 
it prudent to-delegate their powers to the Execu- 
tive for special purposes.. It became a question 


whether the necessity existed at present. If the 
gentleman from South Carolina thought there was. 


have no objection, provided it was confined to that 
particular object, to agree to the proposition. 

Mr. W. Smirs declared he had no other object 
in view, nor did the Speech of the President allude 
to anything more. i 

Mr. Nicuotas then moved to add the words, 
“if circumstances hereafter arise which shall make 
it necessary for the defence of our seacoast.” 

Mr. Wittiams moved to add, “ during the recess 
of Congress.” ; 

These amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. McDowe t said these modifications did not 
make the thing more acceptable to him. The Pre- 
sident had told them this armament was neces- 
sary; but they had the facts before them, and he 
wished that they might themselves determine the 
propriety of the measure. The gentleman from 
South Carolina talked to them about great danger 
from picaroons; but he knew that gentleman had 
a great desire to increase our naval force. He 
doubted not the Executive had the same desire, 
because it would increase his power; but he-did 
not-wish that House to give the power out of its 
own hands. 

Mr. Wittams thought this resolution was cal- 
culated to meet the ideas of the gentleman, as its 
object was to save expense; for the power was 
only given to the Executive to be exercised in- 
case of necessity. If this power were not to be 
thus placed, they would doubtless think it. neces- 
sary to provide some additional vessels for the pro- 
tection of our trade. In June, 1794, a similar mea- 
sure to this was agreed to. If they could do the . 
business themselves, he should wish it, because it 
was laying an unpleasant business upon the Exe- 
cutive. we 

Mr. Swanwick thought the force should be de- - 
signated. The Senate bad proceeded with a bill 
of this kind, in which the number of vessels was 
stated. He thought it would be best to see their- 
bill before they proceeded. Mr. S. did not think . 
the provision would be effectual, and he thought 
there was some weight in the objections to the 
transferring the power of that House into the hands 
of the Executive. 

Mr. Harper observed it was not said that the 
present circumstances of the country required this 
armament, but that such a state might arise dur- 
ing the recess of Congress. If this state now 
existed, doubtless the House would go into the 
measure itself; but as it did not, (and there was 
at least a possibility it might,) he thought the 
measure a prudent one. : 

Mr. McDoweLL supported his opinion, and 
declared he did not think the coasting trade of 
sufficient importance to warrant so expensive a 
measure as that proposed. 

Mr. Garanin allowed that the modification of 
the resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
Virginia, had rendered the proposition much less 
exceptionable than it was before; but he was 
against it in any shape in which it could be brought 
before them. In the first place, the modification 
of the vessels being confined to the seacoast, was ' 
not a very cleat idea. If it only meant to protect. 


danger to be apprehended on our coast, he should | our neutrality within gunshot, or within nine miles 
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the-coast, he did not think.the object would 
juthorize the: expense. The only purpose «for 
which hecould conceive these vessels were wanted, 
was to protect our:commerce on the seacoast. If 
this were the case, they would be employed in 
fact,.if- not: by name, as-a convoy. He thought 
tkis-was confirmed by the Speech of the Presi- 
dent; ‘and he believed the object was to protect 
our: vessels from the attacks of other Powers.- As 
to the protecting our commerce in this way, he 
would remind the committee of the point at issue. 
It was whether, (according to the opinion of many 
members in that House, supported by the Attor- 
ney General, and probably of the Executive,) if 
foreign cruisers attempted tu earry in one of :our 
vessels: with a regular sea-letter on board, it was 
to-be resisted. And it became a question whether 
that House meant to provide a naval armament 
for:this purpose. He hoped not, since he feared 
the ‘consequences. 

- But it was said, they were not about to provide 
the:means, but only to authorize the President to 
carry the measure into effect, if necessity required ; 
but, he said, there was every reason to fear, that 
if-they agreed to this, the least change of circum- 
stances would carry the measure into effect. 

„As to the advantages to be derived from this 
armament, he differed in opinion from the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. He spoke of the West 
India: picaroons infesting our coast. He did not 
believe this was probable. He believed they would 
find.it their interest to remain in the West India 
seas: ‘Some of the larger vessels, indeed, might 
come upon our coast; but these, it might be sup- 
posed; would not make captures, except there 
were some ground for it. If they were to attempt 
any other, our vessels would not have force to 
resist them. But, admitting that some few small 
vessels were to come upon the coast, yet the mis- 
thief arising from these would not be equal to the 
‘pense of the proposed armament. What the 
in the resolution was intended to be filled 


_» the state of our finances. Our revenue, he said, 
did not exceed our expenditure, and therefore every 
additional expense will be an additional burden 
on the people ;.and that after the year 1801, twelve 
hundred thousand dollars a year would have to be 
paid; for which no provision was yet made. He 
didnot make these remarks as an objection to any 
necessary expense, because he believed the re- 
sources of the country were equal to any demand 
of that kind; but he thought it right to mention 

` this, that such expenses as are not absolutely 
hecessary. may be avoided. 

Mr. NicHo.as said, it was his intention, in sup- 
porting. the resolution, to-go no further than to 
protect our vessels within the jurisdiction of the 
United States. *- 
o Mr W- Smita was not surprised that the gen- 
“tlemen:: from Pènnsylvania: and North Carolina 
did not feel.the satne- alarm for the'seacoast: that 
he did’. He felt considérable “solicitude for his 


constituents, and he doubted. not, if this: resolu-" 


-ed particular measures for the consideration © 


‘though-a majority of. the. committee, he trusted 


tion was agreed to, but the Executive would take” 
proper means for defending it; and they need be 
under no apprehension that the President would 
go into the measure, except it were found abso-+ 
lutely necessary. He was'surprised that, when the® | 
object was so expressly declared to be the protection ° 
of our coasts, the gentleman from Pennsylvania“ 
should have supposed it intended for quite a differ- 
ent purpose. The expense of this measure was ob- 
jected against it,as was usual, when no better argu- 
mentcould be adduced. There could benodoubtthe’: 7 
expense would be considerable; but what were they. 
called together for, but to take measures for the 
defence of our country ; and these must incur ex- 
pense; but had they not, he asked, better expend: 
a sum of money in defence, than lose millions of: 
revenue? He trusted they had, since it would 
only be expending a small sum, to receive a larger 
in return. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
heard of no danger. He had not heard of pic- 
caroons coming within sight of our towns. Mr. 
S. mentioned an instance or two which had 
come to his knowledge. ste 

Mr. 8. concluded his observations with saying, 
that the objections of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to this measure were only the second 
edition of his objections to the building and equip- 
ping of the frigates; but, he believed, the sense of 
the country was against him; he believed they: 
wished for some naval protection. 

Mr. Giles said, the President had recommend 


the House of Representatives, and they were’ 
about to throw them back upon him. 

Mr. G. observed that it was acknowledged n 
danger existed at present, but he went on wha 
might take place hereafter. What, he asked, was’ 
this hereafter? How long does it exist? A Fall 
Session was contemplated in four months from 
the present time. What, then, could be the alarm 
which would justify the giving of this discretion, 
since, if the necessity should appear in a few days 
from this time, it could scarcely be supposed that 
vessels could be got ready armed much sooner 
than the frigates? 

It was usual, when anything was said of the 
expense of a measure, to say that security was 
beyond expense; but they should inquire into 
this matter. It had been supposed that one-sixth 
of the revenue would be lost by these pirates, if 
no protection was given. Suppose this were the 
ease, he asked. whether the blank could be filled 
up witha lesssum? So that we were submitting to | 
a certain loss to prevent a precarious one. Mr. 
G. wished to wait the event of the negotiations, 
and let these dangerous measures alone. ~ 

But, say gentlemen, what were we called here 
for? He believed, for nothing. He had reflected 
upon the matter for ten days past, and-could see. 
no reason for this extraordinary call. 

_-Mr. Brooxs observed that the gentleman who’ 
had just sat down, according to his’ former asser- 
tien, opposed every measure brought before the 
committee. He thought’ there was no danger 
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was of a different opinion; if not; he wished it 
might be declared, that they might all go home. 
But, as he believed it was generally supposed that 
it was necessary something should be done, he 
wished they might. be. permitted to proceed with 
their deliberations. According to that gentleman’s 
account, four months was no time at all, yet he 
considered great changes as likely-to take place in 
that time. oo we 

The gentleman. from Pennsylvania. supposed 
that the President would lay hold of the least 
change of circumstances for carrying this :mea- 
sure into effect; but if the necessity should appear, 
and no power was given, he would ask the gen- 
tleman what sort of a situation we should then 
bein? This put him in mind of a dialogue be- 
tween a Hermit and Deist; the latter of whom, 
said to the former, “ You are in a miserable state 
if there be no future world ;” “but,” replied the 
Hermit, “ what will be yours, if there.is 2” 

Mr. S. Smira felt disposed to support the mo- 
tion, as he looked upon. it as an entering wedge 
to an armed force.for the protection of our comi- 
merce, but he doubted whether vessels could be 
immediately. found to answer this purpose. 

Mr. Swanwick said, this measure had been said 
ta be upon the same foundation as the law of 1794, 
but he found the bill then. passed. was for provid- 
ing galleys. 

: Mr. 8. insisted that any vessels they could at 

present provide would. be very inadequate to. the 
lefence of our coast, which was more infested by 

British than French vessels. : : 

Mr. Craik condemned the idea of dwelling upon 
the expense of a measure of this kind, when the 
great object of defence was in view. He noticed 
what had been said about a million of revenue 
being lost by the spoliations, but, he remarked, if 
one million of revenue was lost, there was at least 
six.millions’ worth of property lost to the nation 
at the same time. . aor 

Mr. C. strenuously urged the necessity and pro- 
priety of entering into a measure of this. kind. 

Mr. Muntepce wished the word “galleys” to be 
inserted instead of “naval force,” -as they: were 
particularly calculated for the protection of the 
coast. 

Mr. Parker suggested the. propriety of adding, 
“or other vessels,” which were the words of the 
: law of 1794, ee ; 

_ Mr. Nicnotas hoped they should also define 
the situation ia which the vessels should be em- 


| ployed, that it might be within the limits where 


there could be no Fight of capture. 
Mr. W. Sarre said,this was matter of detail 

» which would be best settled in the bill. 
Mr. Gatiatin moved an amendment to confine 
~ the employment of the vessels within the juris- 
diction of the United States, which he did not 
~. think a matter of. detail, but of principle. He 
took the words:of the old law, viz: “to. be sta- 
= toned. within the United States.” eget. aha 
o Mro W. Smrra: objected. to this. amendment; 
’ Hethought there was ambiguity-in the word “sta- 
` tioned,” besides that, the detail, as he before stated; 
~ Should -have been: left for the bill. E S ibis 
5th Con.—10 


‘suspicion entertained 


- Mr. Nienouas believed the word was well un 
derstood ; it brought the subject to the point upon 


‘which he gave it his’ support, and except ‘this 


amendment was agreed to, he must decline voting 
för the resolution. l P ea an 

Mr. Parker thought the motion was narrowed 
too much, because vessels, in passing from: one 
part of the Union to another, might have occa 
sion to go further from the coast than nine miles. 
And though he did not wish the vessels to be em- 
ployed as a convoy, yet he did not wish them. to 


‘be confined within quite so narrow a compass, 


but they should give some 
commerce. i À 
Mr. Harper said, nothing would be more easy 
than to meet the object of the gentleman last up, 
in the bill. He was wholly opposed tothe amend- 
ment, as if it were carried, a pirate might bleck 
Uup‘our trade, and these vessels would not have'the 
liberty to drive him off. -He condemned the great 
of the conduct of the Ege- 
cutive. ee ce a a 
Mr. Gauiatin doubted not the Executive would 
do his duty. and he wished to do his. They had 
a question before them in which they seemed to 
be agreed ; but he suspected, ‘from the opposition 
shown to this amendment, (which brought the 
matter toa point,) they were not really agreed. 
The restriction, he said, would not prevent vessels 
from going out of the limits from one. part of the 
Union to another. E G 
Mr. W. Smita again spoke against-this amend- 
ment. Pash So ddl ee 
> Mr. Otts said he objected to the amendment, 
because it appeared repugnant -to the: powers 
placed-in the President by the Constitution. : Ifa 
naval force was raised, it would rest with- the 
President how it should be employed, a8‘he was 
commander-in-chief.. The Legislature could say 
whether the vessels should be employed offensive- 
ly or defensively, but to say at what precise place 
they were to be stationed, was interfering: with 
the duty of the commander-in-chief ; and though 
he would have no right to send these vessels to the 
West Indies, or as convoys, yet he might defend 
the seacoast as he pleased. The word “stationed? 
was indefinite. He thought it might be neces- 
sary to pursue the picaroons beyond the limits of 
the United States—if necessary to fight, it might 
be necessary to follow. oe patios 
The question was taken on. the committee’s 
rising, which was not carried, there being 42 for 
it and 42 against it, and the Chairman voted in 
the negative. The question was then taken’on 
Mr. GaLtaTin’s-amendment, and negatived, 49 to 
38.. The resolution was then put. and carried, 
there being 51 votes for it. yi 


countenance to our 


a Sarorbay; June 10. 
_ DEPREDATIONS ON COMMERCE. 
Mr. S. Smirs offered a resolution to the House 
tothe following effects. 2 0 a upi] 
“ Resolved, That the President of. the United: States 


=: | be. requested: to cause. to: be laid: before this House. are- 
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-porti respecting: depredatiéns: committed: on. ‘the com- 
merce, of the “United: States since the-Ist of October, 
ifying the names of the vessels taken; from 


els, 
izing 
‘docu 


ee “FORTIFICATIONS. 

_. Mr, Biounr.said, as they. were to be called upon 

to, take the subject.of. fortifications under.consid- 

eration, he wished to have some information on 
the subject, and proposed to the. House, therefore, 
a resolution to the following effect: ; 
AC Regolved, That the Secretary of War be required 
to.lay before, this: House a list of the fortifications of the 
United States, together with the’ number of troops: in 
each;.an account of the expense which attended. the 

. erecting of them, .and. what. is yet, necessary to their 
completion, and of the unexpended money appropriated 
for that purpose”, = 

» Ma. Livineston suggested the propriety of suf- 

fering,this resolution: to-lie until: the committee 

Appointed, on this subject:made their:report; as he 

beheved:some of'the inquiries would be there an- 


SWOR 


d, and. that;report would be: made to-day... 
BLOUNT consented. : ; 


“AGENT FOR BRITISH CLAIMS. 


Mr. -Livinasrow then called up the: resolution 
which he had laid upon the table for appointing 
an-agent’ to defend; before the Commissionérs how 
sitting, the citizens‘of ‘the: United: States against 
thd claims::made upon them by Great Britain, in 


pursuance ofthe late treaty. 


Mr. W. Survu submitted to the consideration of 
‘the mover and ‘the House, whether it: would‘ not 
be'best-to place: this subject under the Attorney 
General. It might, in ‘that case, be proper to'af: 
ford: him’.a:'sum of money to enable him to em- 
ploy ‘additional clerks for:the purpose. 

«Mr, Livineston. had no ‘objection. to. modify 
the‘resolition-in this way: “ to appoint an agent 
T assist'the Attorney General in the defence of,” 
+ Mr Macon: said thisimight be a good’ proposi- 
tion,-but it did not strike him-as nécessary. ` He 
thought the Commissioners would ‘be competent 
`i pod the business: osit osr ooro r 
UME Goopricn thought the matter: would be 

best'referred:to a select committee o 5: 

t Mes Livincston: saw no- use ‘in referring: the 

ject ‘toa select: committee, except it were to 
When: gentlemen reflected’ upon 


ft 


the nature ofthese debts, and- the time at which 
_ they were contracted, they would see the op- 
He did not 


portunity afforded: for collusion. 
“mean that 
F 


is 
y to` appo ; 
debts: were contracted. 
1HOLAS thought this'a more-serious 


place wher 
Mee 


mat 


| tee, to report by bill or otherwise. > : 


| which directed the men to be apportioned: accord: 


| State’ © This; he’ said; might have an injurious - 


tice in: such-a- regulation, as the duty. would:lie 
| heavier upon States thinly inhabited, than upon 


‘ter than-was generally supposed, and that it would 
be found so, when the money:came to be paid. =| 
He knew not whether two or three agents would 
not be ‘necessary. oe i 4 

Phe resolution was referred toa select commit- 


_ FORTIFICATIONS. 


Mr. Livineston, from the committee appointed 
on the-subject' of ‘fortifications, reported sundry 
documents ; together with a bill to provide forthe 
fortifications of the ports and harbors of the United 
States, in which it is provided that the money ne- 
cessary for carrying it into effectshall be borrowed 
of thé Bank of the United States, or in such: other 
way as shall be found: best.’ The bill was twice 
read, and referred. to a Committee of the Whole 
on Monday, i l Spend 


REQUISITION: FOR MILITIA. 
The:House'took up the: resolution agreed ‘to. in 
‘the:Committee of the ‘Whole, yesterday, author- 
izing the President’ to call upon the Executives of 
the several States, to’ hold -80,000- militia in readit 
ness, apportioned according to the number of white 
inhabitants in each State. mes : 
Mr. W.Smrra wished one 


p of the resolutión 
to be modified: or: omitted. Hi 


e meant’ that part 
ing to the-number' of white inhabitants in each ; 


effect ; for, in case'an invasion were to take place 
ina State where the: white population was: the 
weakest, the proportion of men detached would be 
so small:as-to be, in a great degree, useless’; and 
in-other States'the number would be greater than 
there ‘was any necessity’ for: For instance, if 
Georgia ‘were to be the place of attack, (and:if an 
invasion did-take place, that was the most likely 
quarter -for‘it;). where: the “white: population’ is 
small, there would not be a sufficient number of 
met to:afford any protection on the plan proposed. 
He thought if they fixed upon. the: proportion, the 
Constitutional estimation would: be-best; viz’: to. 
add“ to: the white population three-fifths of. the 4 
number of negroes: ‘He moved: to strike out the 
apportionment, in order to have the regulation to `: 


viaje: akon Saute ae 


be inserted inthe bill. ` ae i 
Mr: Macon did notthink there: was any weight! 
in the objection of the gentleman last tip ; as;“in 
case of invasion, the Executive ofthe State might 
call out more'than-the number here contemplated; : 
or even the whole: of: the militia,: until assistance 
could be got from: the neighboring States: The | 
resolution, being in the form of that»agreed.to on 
a former occasion, could::not reasonably: be ob- 
Mr. Tarcher inquired whether it had beer 
customary to train blacks’to arms ? ne: 
«Mr. We Sera said: he was not understood: ‘Ha 
meant, that the numberof whites- to be detached 
should be in proportion:to the number of: whites; 
with three-fifths of the blacks added to the:number. 
Mr. VENABLE did not think there would be ju 


a 
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others. In case of invasion, he said, the neighbor- 
ing States would be called upon. 

Mr. McDowett:said, that should the gentleman 
from South Carclina’s proposition be agreed to, 
the-duty would fall heavier upon any other part 
of the Union; besides, when so many whites were 
taken from home on this business, the rest would 
be exposed to the blacks. He trusted, therefore, 
he would not press it. 

Mr. W. Smrra wished only for the subject to 
be left open, that the apportionment might have 
been left to the President. 

He here read the form of an amendment which 
he would have proposed.] 

He did not at present contemplate an invasion, 
though it might be necessary to adopt this cau- 
tionary measure. He withdrew his amendment. 

The question was about to be put on the reso- 
lution, when f 

Mr. Varnum said he did not see any occasion 
for this resolution. He did not think they had 
any reason to suppose-an invasion probable; but, 
if it should take place, there was sufficient power 
in the Executive of the different Governments to 
call out the militia. He did not know how the 
militia was regulated in other States ; but, in the 
Eastern States, he knew they were always in 
readiness, and that twenty thousand men could be 
landed in a few days at any point, from Ports- 
mouth to Rhode Island. This being the case, he 
did: not think «it necessary to make any detach- 
ment from them. It was true, an invasion might 
take place from France; but he thought it was as 

robable it might comefrom England—though he 
lieved it was equally probable it might be from 
Nootka Sound. 


It was said that this regulation would be no ex-. 


pense to the United States. It might be no ex- 
pense to the Government, but it would be a serious 
expense fo: the people. He thought the situation 
of the United States very different now from what 
it was in 1794. The British were at that time 
not only taking our: property at sea, but they had 
large provinces adjoining upon the United States, 


~ and could have brought large bodies of troops 
© against us. It also appeared that they had hostile 


intentions against-us. It appeared, from the pro- 
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United States, in his Speech, had spoken of rais- 
ing a provisional army ; but, if he had not done 
this, he thought the measure now before them was 
at all times proper: The expense would depend 
upon the time at which tke regulation was carried 
into effect. If the States did not call extraordina- 
ry sessions, no expense would be incurred. He 
believed we ought at all times to have a military 
force standing in readiness, which would at any 
time convince the world that we were not a divi- 
ded people. The best defence, he said, was to be 
always prepared to meet the attacks of an enemy. 
When the measure was formerly gone into, he 
had as little apprehension of an invasion as at pre- 
sent; and if we had no misunderstanding with 
any nation, he should be in favor of it. 

Mr. Tuarcuer believed it was true (as his col- 
league had stated) that the Massachusetts mili- 
tia could at any time be called out, at a moment’s 
warning ; but if the militia in the Southern States 
were not in this readiness, he thought. that it 
would-be well that they should be put into such a 
state. 

Mr. J. Wittrams thought it would be proper to 
have a select corps of militia in readiness; but he 
denied that this could be done without expense. 
The expense of the corps which he commanded, 
when called out in 1794, was very considerable: 
If the gentleman from Massachusetts thought there 
was no immediate necessity for the measure, he 
might move to have the power of making the call 
whenever the President should see it necessary. 

The question was put on the resolution, and: 
carried. 


DEFENSIVE MEASURES. 


The resolution reported by the Committee of the’ 
Whole, proposing to authorize the President. to: 
provide galleys, or other vessels, for the defence of 
our coast, was next taken up. 

Mr. Gites wished to have it clearly ascertained 
what was to be the employment of. these vessels. 
“Seacoast,” he said, was an indefinite phrase, and 
liable to be misunderstood. He was decidedly 
against their being employed as a convoy. In orf 
der to make the meaning clear, he should move to 
strike out the words “for defending our seacoast,” 


- clamation of. the Governor of.Canada, that Great | and insert “to be employed within the jurisdiction 


_. bility-of-troops-being sent against. us from France. 


Britain” meant to declare war; that the Indians 
were prepared to make attacks on our frontiers; 
and fortifications ‘were erecting. within our terri- 
tory. In that case, it became prudent to have a 


. detachment of militia in perfect readiness. But, 


| said Mr. V., the. situation of the United. States ‘is 
now very different. The nation with whom we 
have now'a misunderstanding had no possessions 
adjoining upon-us, and there was not much proba- 


He did not wish, therefore, to go into the present 
measures It might be well-to call upon-the Sec- 
retary at War to-know the condition in which the 
but he didnot think more Was necessary: 

‘Mre Buounr agreed-with gentlemen 1 


militia was in,in the different- parts of the Union; 


opinion, 
that they had no: reason to expect: any invasions 
. But it was well known that. the President of ‘the: 


| of the United States.” . 
Mr. RurLevee supposed, if the resolution stood 
as it was reported, the vessels would be employed 
within the jurisdiction of the United States; but: 
he thought it would be absurd to say these vessels 
should on no account pass the limits of the juris- 
diction.. The pirates. would know this, and our 
cruisers would have the mortification of seeing our 
vessels. taken or plundered, without having the 
power of affording them relief. Or, if one of these: 
pirates were to come within the line, and be. pur- 
sued by one of our vessels, though she might be 
| on the point-of taking her, yet she. must not ven- 
i ture across the line: He did not wish these ves~. 
sels“ to. be: employed ‘as convoys, but he thought: 
| their destination might be safely left to the Exec- 
me and had no notion of doing business: by- 
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-iMr. Brooks said it appeared to him: that: this |- Mr. ALLEN thought -the whole of. the business 
principle had been decided yesterday, and-did not | trifling, and wished to postpone the subject until 
require further decision. ~~ Ms Pat vat ais f the bill came down -from the. Senate; or, if they 
tMr, Nicnotas:supposed it was not-from an ap: | did pass the resolution; they ought not to confine 
prehension that: the Executive would not do his it within such narrow bounds. After alluding to: 
Koty that ‘it was wished: this’ business should be | the various amendments which had been proposed 
put into a definite form. No one, he believed, | and- opposed, which he called “catches at phrase- 
would; put the same.construction upon the'amend-| ology,” he moved to postpone the subject until 
ment that the gentleman from South Carolina had | Monday. . ae a 
-done.. It would not be supposed to be the inten-| Mr. S: Smitu agreed with the gentleman from 
tion of the supporters of this amendment, that these Connecticut that the- present was a trifling busis `. 
vessels: should. be. prevented from crossing. the | ness, and he would agree to extend his motion till 
line in pursuit of a.picaroon. which had come | next session. It was a lilliputian concern. It was 
within the jurisdiction of the United States. In- the British navy, hesaid, which kept possession of our 
deed the gentleman himself had concluded that | coast, and what effect, he asked, would these small 
such an idea would. be absurd. To do: away all vessels have upon them? -Some of our deserter 
objection, he proposed to insert the words, “ for the | had lately gone onboard one’ of the British ships 
defence of the seacoast within the jurisdiction of | of war at Norfolk,.and when they were demanded 
the-United: States,”.instead of Mr. Gites’s amend- | back, they were -refused. And suppose, said he; 
ment: ER ONA RI : i one. of these vessels had been there. to have ens 
:- Mr. Giues thought the phrase “seacoast,” in- | forced the demand, could any one suppose it would,” 
definite. It might be supposed, perhaps, to extend | have produced anything. more than. insult.upon: 
to Bermuda. > | insult? -They could not. He wished. tole 
“> Mz, W. Suira said the gentleman last up had these trifling subjects for the Senate, and to. goon 
supposed: the coast might be supposed. to extend to | to substantial: business; he ‘meant the finances 
Bermuda, yet our vessels were. not to go beyond | the country. ; A Aana aga air se 
the jurisdiction of the United States -for the de- Mr. BRooxs was in favor of..coming’to.a dec: 
fence of the coast. ‘This, he said, involved a:con- sion at present, since the business. had been ful 
tradiction. .He wished the gentleman to define discussed. ; sie Soap ee dis 
what he meant by the. jurisdiction of the: United} Mr. ALLEN wished it postponed’ till) Monda 
States; he believed it was not decided whether it| by that time he thought the House would: have 
extended three or nine miles. If-it were even nine | come to its senses.. Stivegh 
miles, he said, these vessels might: sometimes'be| . Mr.Grtesalso thought the business trifling, an 
obliged to go beyond the line merely for the pur- ‘proposed to. postpone it till the first Monday in 
pose of avoiding shoals.. Why, then, confine them | November next.: ihe fsa? eisai 
so very tightly? When the purpose was expressly | Mr. Harper said, if he was of opinion with the 
forthe defence of the coast, it could not a ex- | gentleman from Connecticut that the House would 
eee they would be employed in any other way. | have more understanding on Monday than-at pr 
‘To employ them as convoys would be unlawful. | sent, he would agree to: postpone the question, to 
‘After several proposals for amending the resolu- | that time ; but, he believed gentlemen must receive 
‘tion had been made, withdrawn, and succeeded by | some lessons of experience before. they could. be 
others, and a few observations from Mr. GALLA- convinced of their error. The arguments of the 
min; who, said there were three objects for which | gentleman from Maryland went to this : if wecà 
the vessels might be used, viz: to defend our ter- | not resist a British 74, we will not resist a Frenc 
ritory and sovereignty, (which he wished ;) to pirate. But Mr. H. trusted they should not. be di- 
convoy.our trade to foreign ports; or to repel the | verted bya jest from doing what he believed good 
attacks of privateers out of our. jurisdiction: the | sense and good policy required them todo. 
two. last -objects he declared it -as his opinion Mr.S. Smıtu. said he did not mean to:make:& 
< would lead” to war, and, therefore, he: wished te | jest of the.business, but merely to express his. de 
avoid them. f L a wth ag | sire to go on to more important. business. : 
“Mr, Sawai proposed the following: “to de-) - Mr. Tuarcuer asked, if this business was post 
fenid:the seacoast of the United States, and to re- | poned, whether, when the bill came from the Sei 
pel any hostility. to their vessels and commerce | ate, they could not proceed with it? > oop =; 
within their. jurisdiction.” =. ; f The Speaker answering in the affirmative; Mr 
MER. Witiiams thought this amendment more | Gites withdrew his motion, > Cet N 
objectionable than any other which had-been pro-| Mr. Sewacy said the bill in the Senate had no! 
osed.. The jurisdiction not being ascertained, | the same object in view. with this measure. ; 
isputes would ofcourse þe- the consequence. He | was, therefore, the: intention to provide. vessels 
thought: the resolution. better without any of its | a convoy. . : = “4 
amendments. He was disposed to defend our Mr. Gites believed it was not. very orderly. 
< commerce wherever. attacked but; if we had not! refer to business doing in the Senate. He believ 
the means to:do this, he would not do anything | that bill was recommitted. Pee 
which. should. seem to- infer that webad not. the i 
wish to do it,by confining our defence of it within 


The question. for postponing the business.’ 
; Monday, was putand negatived.. Mr. Sewau. 
our own territory... >. 


Ir O ee Se fo | amendment. was then. put and. carried. withou 
< Mr. Nichoas was in favor of the amendment, | division. be Dig Soa. Jaen 
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The question was then taken on the resolution 
as amended, and stood—yeas 68, nays 21, as 
follows : 

Yeas—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Abraham Bald- 
win, James A. Bayard, Theophilus Bradbury, David 
Brooks, Stephen Bullock; Samuel J. Cabell, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
James Cochran, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
James Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, George 


Ege, Lucas Elmendorph, Thomas Evans, William. 


Findley, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, John Fowler, 
Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, James Gillespie, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, 
John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Carter B. 
Harrison, William Hindman, David Holmes, Hezekiah 


L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, Edward Livingston, Sam- i 


uel Lyman, James Machir, William Mathews, Blair 
McClenachan, John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, John 
Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, 


John Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, | 


Tompson J. Skinner, Thomas Sinnickson, Jeremiah 
Smith, ‘Nathaniel Smith, Samuel Smith, William 
Smith, of Charleston, William Smith, of Pinckney Dis- 
trict, Richard Stanford, John Swanwick, George 
Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, John E. 
Van Alen, Philip Van Cortlandt, Peleg Wadsworth, 
John Williams, and Robert Williams. 

Nays—Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan 
Bryan, John Chapman, Thomas Claiborne, Joshua 
Coit, John ‘Dawson, Nathaniel Freeman, jr., William 
B. Giles, Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, Jonathan 
N. Havens, Walter Jones, Matthew Locke, Matthew 
Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Joseph McDowell, Anthony 
New, Richard Sprigg, jr., Joseph B. Varnum, and 
Abraham Venable. 

Committees were apone to report: bills in 
pursuance of two resolutions which had been 
agreed to. 


REVISION OF MILITIA LAWS. 


Mr. Varnum said there was a subject of impor- 
tance referred to in the President’s Speech, which 
had not yet been touched upon—he meant the re- 
vision of the militia laws. In order to bring the 
business before the House, he moved a resolution 
for the appointment of a committee to report whe- 
ther any and what alterations in them were neces- 
sary. Agreed to, and a committee appointed. 


DEFENCE: OF PORTS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. Livingston, from the committee appointed 
for that purpose, reported a bill to provide for the 
further defence of the ports and harbors of the 
United States; which was twice read, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole, on Monday 
next. : Pay cert 
CORPS OF. ARTILLERISTS, &c. 

Mr. W. Smitu called for the order of the day, 
on the bill from the Senate for raising an addi- 
tional corps of artillerists:and engineers. i 

Mr. Biowunt asked ‘whether it was not necessary, 
when they were going into. these expenses, to go 
into an inquiry on the subject of ways and means. 
He moved that‘a Committee of Ways and Means. 
be. appointed.. : GES ee 


Mr. W: Smrti thought it better to proceed with | 
the business in the way he proposed. . Before they: 


went into the subject of ways and means, he. 
thought it was necessary they should know. what 
money would be wanted, that they might provide 
accordingly ; and they could. not kaos this, until 
they had gone through the several measures which. 
lay before them. ; 

Mr. NicHoLas said, if it was necessary to have 
additional revenue, it would be well to appoint a 
committee to be casting about as to the proper 
| way of raising it. If the money were to be bor- 
| rowed, they might be. inquiring “upon what terms 
it could be got. If they did not do this, when all 
the other business was done, they would have to 
wait until these inquiries were made. 

Mr. Gives thought the bill for raising additional 
troops might be very well put off till next session. 
| He did not believe there was any necessity at pre- 
sent for an increase of the military establishment. 
He thought this was the proper time for taking up 
| the subject of the revenue, since they must either 
| borrow or raise money by taxes, and he trusted a 
| committee would now be appointed. ; 

Mr.. W. Smita withdrew his motion, to give 
way to the appointment of a Committee of Ways. 
and Means. Pran 

- Mr. Bount said money would certainly -be 

wanted. It was presumed it might be borrowed, 
but no inquiry had been made on the subject. He 
was of opinion that the difficulties which would. 
present themselves on this subject, would throw 
out of view a number of measures which he 
thought might very well be dispensed with. ` 
Mr. J. Wittrams thought, if they.appointed a 
Committee of Ways and Means, and were to go 
into the militia laws, they might sit.all Summer. 
| He hoped they should have gone on with the bill 
for raising men, and if they had rejected that, and 
declined furnishing convoys, and the measure of 
purchasing vessels for the defence of the coast was 
left to the discretion of the President, that a Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means would not have been 
necessary. i 
| „^A Committee of Ways and Means, consisting 
of seven members, (after fifteen and thirteen had 
| been proposed,) was appointed. 


Monpay, June 12. 


Demsty Burces, from- North Carolina, at- 
tefided, produced his credentials, was qualified, and 
took his seat. ; : 


DEFENCE OF PORTS AND HARBORS. 


The consideration of the bill for: raising an ad- 
ditional corps of artillerists and engineers having 
been called for, 

Mr. Gries hoped, before that subject was taken 
up, they should go into that of revenue. He pro- 
posed taking up the report of the committee. on 
the fortification of our ports and harbors. 

This was objected to by Mr. Rurienes, and 
others, on the ground that two.of the select corn. 
mittee (Messrs. Livineston and Oris) appointed 
on that business were absent; but < ~~ i 
-~ The Spraxur said that it. did not. appear from, 

| the Journals that any member was. absent, except. 
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erhbér has a right to 4b] not think: there -was-much occasion for tle: ex- 


out leave';) so the House resolv- 
‘ormmittee of ‘the ‘Whole on that 
üt after the bill and report had been 


“Mr. W. Suir, on the ground of the absence of- 

memibers-before alluded to, moved: that 
ininittee risë, and ask leave to sit again. 
question ‘was put and negatived, 41 to 38. 
bount said it had ‘been usual to limit the 
e paid for money ; he therefore moved 
at the ‘words, after the sum proposed to be bor- 
rowed, be insetted, “at an interest not exceeding 
six per cent. per annum.” Carried. 

“Mr. B. then moved the Pilong further amend- 
ment :.“ Provided, that no part of the principal of 
any stm so borrowed shall be demandable, until 
the —— day of ——, 17—; although it shall be 
lawful to pay the same before that day, if the Uni- 
ted’States:shall find it convenient to do so.” It 
ould be recollected, Mr. B. said, that they wêre 
called upon on a former occasion for the payment 
of money, when it was not convenient, and to do 
which they had been obliged to make considerable 
sacrifices. He thought, therefore, when they bor- 
rowed money in'future, it would ‘be: proper' to -pro- 
se a gi n'time for payment, so'as to prevent 

being called upon for payment before that 


Mr. Porrer hoped the sum mentioned would 
not be agreed to... He was against the bill altoge- 
ther; but, if it did pass, he wished that a much, 
smaller sum might be:appropriated...Mr._P. rela- 
ted: the state of the-harbor of Rhode Island, since 
they ceded ‘the territory to. the United States, (in: 
nearly the.same. wordsas last session,) -whiehiwas; 
that before:the cession; they:had somesmall-woxks, . . 
but:they had been taken down, and’ now they had 
none. vate 

Mr. Dayton (the Speaker) wished ‘the gentle- 
man from South Carolina would withdraw: his mo- 
tion, to give way to an amendment which he 
wished to introduce. He mentioned that it-was. 
to insert, “Provided,. that no. part..of the money 
‘herein appropriated, be expended upon fortifica- 
tions, except in cases where: the jurisdiction shall 
have been previously ceded to the United States.” 

‘Mr. W. Smitu had no objection to the sense of 
the House being taken upon this proposition. He 
did not think, however, that it was now a question 
before the committee whether they would appro- 4 
pea sum of money for this purpose.” This had. 4 

een decided on the abstract proposition. The 
only..question now. was; what sum should be:fixed 
upon ; nor were former miscarriages now, under 
consideration. If the public money had been mis- 
applied in this respect, that was no reason why the 4 
fortifications should. not now be attended to; no 4 
more than, because a man, in building-a house, had. 
committed some mistakes, he should in future be 
without shelter. Mr. S. said, when the arming 
of vessels was under consideration, gentlemen 
were all for ‘internal regulation ; and he trusted, 
since the repairing our forts and harbors was cere 
tainly of this description of defence, they would < 
now support this*measure: “He supposed the sum | 
he had now ‘mentioned would ~be necessary 3 if 
gentlemen thought otherwise, they could produce ~ 4 
their counter information.» Mz. S. withdrew his: 
of . reventie, . He= therefore ‘supposed -tha BP) ABS Ue i 


ex) x tion for the present. De 
should be called upon atthe neztséssioi 7: Mr- Darron’ s motion having ‘been-read,. < 
land: tax, in order to pay the money. “As he: did | © 


ms did not think ‘it necessary’ to 
ill >with ‘so many provisions. He was 
f opinion it would be better'to- omit ‘the stipula- 
allowing the money tobe paid before a cer- 
he supposed the money would be got 
ermis, if the period was made certain. 
‘said he meant tofill the blank with 
ich he ‘supposed it would be conve- 

y the money, which would be ascertain- 
m the Committee of Ways and Means made 
ort. He wished any money which was bor- 
rowed, to be repaid as soon as possible; but he 
wished to prevent that inconvenience from’ any 
pected call for payment ‘which had heretofore 


Bi P 
"The question was put and carried, there being 
46 for it. a pth 
The Cuairman having read the clause which 
‘- contained the blank of the sum to be appropriated, 
“cM. W:-Smire wished, as the House was.very 
thin. and the report had only been laid upon the 
` table this morning, that the question might not be 
taken on filling up. the blank. He would rather 
the committee rise ; “but if it were otherwise deter- 
Mined, he should move. to fill the blank with two 


f considered, ‘this sum: would not be thought too 


Nip sa , before. they-made a grant of 
o this kind, they should know: where the money. was 
„o torcome:ctrom.: “He: -beliéved ‘there was no surplu 


rae 


=Mr. W2Smrravsaid, if there had ‘been ‘any net 
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glect of the Legislatures of any of the States to | expose the country to danger on that-account.?: 
make cessions of the territory of their forti- | Surely not; for, if the left hand was cut off;: the 
fications, he did not think, on that account, the | right would suffer also. The present fortification: 
people should be left exposed. That would be to | had been chiefly done by the State itself... More: 
punish the innocent for the guilty ; and the result | than $200,000 had been expended by them, and: 
would be, that many of the seaports which have | yet because the State had declined to surrender its 
not sufficient influence in their Legislatures to | jurisdiction over its territory, no further assistance, 
rocure the passing of an act of cession, would be | was.to be given. He asked, if there was any 
iable tọ the insults of privateers, merely because | doubt that the State would refuse to admit the” 
the Legislature had not done what the citizens | troops of the United States in case of danger? 
thought necessary. If all the Legislatures were | Certainly not ; though it was most likely the gar-. 
at present in session, it might not be so pernicious, | risons would be manned by their own citizens. for: 
because they might make the cessions required; | the protection of their harbor and independence. 
but it'was known that the Legislatures were not He hoped the amendment would be negatived. `: 
now in session, and the danger was most to be} Mr. S. Smrru wished. the amendment had not. 
apprehended in the course of the Summer. | been moved, until it had been determined what. 
Mr. Wixuias supposed this amendment as par- | sum should have been expended upon the whole 
ticularly pointed against the State of New York, | of the fortifications. : He did not know that he, 
because the Legislature of that State had not ceded | should vote for. filling the. blank with $200,000.. 
the jurisidiction of their fortifications to-the Uni- | He should not have objected to have voted for 
ted States. It had been matter of considerable | $100,000. In the report which, had been made 
altercation in that State, and he. believed its vici- | upon the subject, he had. found some places very:: 
nity to the city of New York was the reason its | well taken care of, and others neglected. -[Mr.- 
territory. had not been given up. ‘The Legislature} Rur.epee interrupted Mr. S. to say. that the esti- 
of New York, he said, did not meet till January, | mate was from the’ Secretary. of: War, and. not; 
therefore, except something was now done, it | from. the committee.] Mr..S. thought itan ex-: 
would not be in time to have any effect. If the ; traordinary statement to come. from the Secretary: 
sum, appropriated was in any respect adequate, | of War. Mr. S. spoke of the unfinished situan: 
Mr. W. said, a work would be commenced at the | tion of the works at Baltimore.. He thought: the: 
Narrows, which was certainly the only place upon | gentleman last up had. used. an extraordinary ar-: 
which a fortification could be erected for the com- | gument for preserving the fortifications in their: 
plete defence of that harbor. A good fortification | own hands, viz: that it was necessary to preserve’ 
there, he said, would be a general benefit to the | their independence. He hoped they had no in: 
United: States, as four-fifteenths of the whole reve- | tention of making it independent of other-Statés. 
nue of the Union was collected at that port. He | If any State wished for protection. from the Uni- 
thought it proper, therefore, in order to quiet the | ted States, they ought certainly to cede their for-' 
nar of so large a body of the community, that:| tifications to the General Government. ‘ Massa- 
some attention should be paid to the fortifying of | chusetts had refused-to cede one of their works, but. 
this port. Even if no interruption of the peace of | they had also declined receiving public support to- 
the country was:expected, it would be right to at-/ it. Indeed, the refusal on.the part of Néw 
tend to this business. The sooner a fortification | York brought something to his mind. which:he: 
was begun at the Narrows, the better, and he; could not understand. We are one people, said: 
trusted a handsome sum would be appropriated for ! he, and our protection should be one, and notsuch: 
the purpose. The benefits which must result from | as to prove us a divided people. There seemed to 
a well-constructed fortification. at the Narrows, | be something in this which bespoke no goed :to: 
both to the Union and the State of New York, | the Union. This being his opinion, if the motion. 
were obvious to all who were acquainted with its | was not withdrawn, he should be obliged: to vote 
situation. . He therefore hoped the amendment | for it. : Ly 
would not be agreed to. Mr. Brooxs explained. ae 
Mr. Broogs said, his colleague had anticipated | Mr. Macon said, it seemed as if there never: 
part of the observations which he intended to have | would be a proper time for determining the pre- 
made. He thought this was not a proper time to | sent question. This subject had frequently been 
determine upon the amendment,as the money now | before the House; and the apology for not come: 
proposed to be granted would only afford. a small | ing to the decision was, that the Legislature. was. 
sum to each. If they were about to raise adequate | not in cession. He was always against giving 
fortifications in all parts of the United States, the | any money until cession was made. He recollect~ 
propriety of having the jurisdictions ceded, might | ed when: this subject was before under discussion, 
very properly come under consideration, Though | the gentleman from New Jersey had always said: 
the State of New York had not ceded the territory | that the money would be thrown away which was 
of the present fortification, he believed there would | laid out on the fortifications at. New York, and 
be no. objection to ceding the Narrows, if a: work | that to be of any service works must be erected at: 
should. be erected.there. But if they refused to | the Narrows. It-was then said it was impéssiblé 
cede tlie territory of the present fortifications, was.| he should know better than the engineer 5 but at 
it proper, he asked.: to refuse. to-do anything until | now- came out that he was right. If New York, 
it was ceded? Because the Legislature-would | as gentlemen said, was the most important place: 
not -consentto. do this, would. it. be~ proper to’; of the Union, it was right the United States should 
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States ‘and it-was their duty to‘ céde' the 


jutisdiction ot their fortifications ‘to ‘the General’ 


Goverment, = 


e Mr. ALLEN said’a few words in favor of the | isk : 
x Pei nii oo: <1 sahd dollars,twenty-threè thousand only of which 


. aiendment: > 


“Mr. Davron believed the gentleman from New 
York when he said that State had no intention of 
separating from: the Union; if they had he sup- 
poséd they would’ not: be permitted, at least ‘riot’ 


before’they had’ paid: their'debt. But gentlemen 


say, will you coerce’ the Legislature to give you: 
the jurisdiction ‘of their ‘fortifications ?° He said: 


no: As the gentleman from North: Carolina had 
stated, three years ago he had. declared’ itas ‘his 
opinion ‘that all the:money’ expended ‘on those 
works would be thrown away, so far as they were 


interided as a' defence against armed ships. They | 
might, indeed; be of use to the’ city'in_ preserving: 
its péaceand aiding its municipal regulations; but’ 
an armed vessel: would: always pass ‘them with a 


fair’ wind: and tide. 


-'Mr. D. owned his. atneridment was intended to’ 


opetate:in part against: New York ; but if-gentle- 
mén would: bring forward a- plan for'erecting a 


fortification at the Narrows, with i pea to! 

) 3 t: due from 
them! tothe United States, they should have his’ 
vote; but if they would do’ this: for’ the works’ 


appropriate: to!that® purpose the ‘de 


erected onthe three 'islands, he would'not give them 


his vote; because he ‘believed it would be money 


thrown away.) | 


What -was' the: State of New York: more’ than 
others:?: New Jersey had ceded the teriitory of a 


light-hoase, and Pennsylvania had ceded Mud Is- 
lands \vAnd:exeept they would consént'to do what 
- others'did; they 

tages 


from: the: gentleman from New‘ Jersey «with re- 


speet to: the debt of New York; he spoke of the’ 


territory- of the: light-house ‘ceded by ‘New Jer- 
seyasi ten or fifteen’ miles of sand, which would 
not raise watermelons; ‘and of this amendment as 
intended:to sink the bill: coe 2 euen 


'MreHavens:said the gentleman from ‘Maryland 


seemed to think there was something mysterious 
in the State of New York not'hgving made: the 
cession of::their thréevislands. ‘He did-not think 
itso. very: difficult -tobe accounted: for. .. 
were warned from doing it; he said, from the man- 


nerin which other:;States ‘had been ‘used which: 
had: given up. their jurisdictions tothe United 

States: ‘The cession not being ‘nade was made'a- 
~ pretence: fot inot: expending money, and -when: it: 


wasemade, nothing: was-done. He thought -the 


» proposed sum ‘might be. granted; -and: the- expend: 
sents a a vet 


“Ing: left with: the President. unHj ONE ERS 
-Mre T uätoner wasin favorof the amendment; 
and wished: to. know:-what: other places besides: 
New York there were which: had’ not ceded -the: 
lanidsapon whieh fortifications: had: been erected ?: 


York: T ga 


“He considered it'to be: 
the United States to protect“all the 


‘could not expect the same advan- 
pii SHIM, Uni pg : aini | as he'did not know: thatany'offer had been made to: 
Brooxs complained:of what had fallen, 


They’ 


Situ. believed there was no-other. place: 


his a proper: time for pass 


ing thé amendment, and supposed the reason why 
some fortifications had ‘hot'Beeh' ceded was, that 
move'had been done for those that were not ceded ` 
than for those which-werežo 550 > Surg 

‘Mr. WirLiams said the works: upon the three. 
islands had’¢ost from three’ to: four hundred thou- 


were furnished by the United States; the yest -had 
been ‘done’ by the State and citizens of New York, 
and, he believed, rather than’ cede the territory to’ 
the United States, they would pay back the money. 
And ‘he doubted not; if à work was begun at the’ 
Narrows, that the State would join in the expense’ 
with the United States to erect it. >o 05 n O 
Mr: Gites was in‘ favor: of ‘the amendment. 
When the State refused to” give’ the right’ of 


jurisdiction: to:the’ United States, the’ protection 


whieh the “United States would have owed it, re-, 
verted back to the State.’ It appeared by the re- 
port, he: said, that ‘the Secretary of War: thought 
$90,000: more should: be expended on the present’ 


works at New York. >">, a EL 
Mr: Havens said the ‘fortification ‘at the När- 
rows could’ not'be completed for less than two`or 
threë millions of ‘dollars.° {8° 5e Co Be 
Mr: Bayard spoke in favor of the amendment. 
Mr. E_menporpu went ‘at- considerable length 
into a defence of the conduct of New York, and, 
said the United States lay under the greatest obli-, 
gations to provide her. with suitable protection.’ *- 
Mr: W. Smirw said this: question ‘had ‘véry. im: 
properly been ‘made a- State question 5 “he cori 
plained also that Charleston’ had‘ been placed upon. 
the’same ground with New York, though she was 
willing to cède thé jurisdiction-of her fortifications: 
and it was owing to'a mistake in’ the Legislaturt 
that! it’ had’ not already been done.’ He also’ ex: 
cused the State‘ of New York from delinquency,’ 


purchase the land upon'which the fortifications are 
built, which he sdid the Constitution pointed out 
as necessary. Fie Ve RBIS” Mahar i 

Mr. Dayton took notice of ‘what liad fallen 
from the different: members in opposition’ to‘ his: 
amendment; and said. thé light-house which had: 
been ceded by New Jersey tothe United States, 
was of- greater importance ‘to the State of New 
York than ‘the. fortifications: on’ the ‘three islands’ 
ever would be. Pee PURA mi iia Be 

Mr. Gorpon ‘supported’ the opinion of ‘Mr. 
Smrru, in excusing New York from ‘delinquency’: 
and, after some observations against ‘the: amend-' 
ment by Mr. Harpen; 005 eee 

The question was put and carried, there being’ 
OB for dts ed Bee ee Ete G8 aire 

The committee rose; and upon leave being asked: 
to sitagain, 00S ‘ BEE A S í 


Mr W. Siri ‘hoped leave would not be given; 


| for since they: had“agreed to an amendment which’ 


would: éxclide: ‘Charleston ‘and New York front 
atiy attention, he' thought, asin other ports waht-' 
ed it'so‘much; thére'was no occasion to go intoa 
Committee of the: Whole again’on the súbject 


My. Witirtams was ofthe same’ opinion is 
“MrS. Sire said; Bectitise’ the States of New: - 
York andi South Carolina had not done what they’ 
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ought to do, though the country was in daiga 
yet no-other port must be attended to. Thislooked 
as if those gentlemen thought the defence of the 
Union depended wholly upon them. 


i 
Mr. WiiuraMs replied, that if the country were 


in danger, the whole should be fortified ; but if not, 
seemed to be the opinions of gentlemen in re- 
using to do any thing towards securing two of as 
important harbors. as any in the Union,) then 
there was no occasion for any. 

After a few words from Mr. Brounr and Mr. 
Pottsr, the question for leave to sit again was 
put and carried, there being 64 votes for it. 


FLORIDA BOUNDARY LINE. 


The following Message was received from the 


PRESIDENT or tHE UNITED STATES: 
Gentlemen of the Senate and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


I have received information from the Commissioner, 
appointed on the part of the United States, pursuant 
to the third article of our treaty with Spain, that the 
running and marking of the boundary line, between 
the colonies of East and West Florida, and the terri- 
tory of the United States, have been delayed by the 
officers of His Catholic Majesty; and that they have 
declared their intention to maintain his jurisdiction, 
and to suspend the withdrawing his troops from the 
military posts they occupy within the territory of the 
United States, until the two Governments shall, by ne- 
gotiation, have settled the meaning of the second arti- 
cle, respecting the withdrawing of the troops, garrisons, 
or settlements, of either party, in the territory of the 
other; that is, whether, when the Spanish garrisons 
withdraw, they are to leave the works standing, or to 
demolish them ; and, until, by an additional article to 
the treaty, the real property of the inhabitants shall be 
secured; and, likewise, until. the Spanish officers are 
sure the Indians will be pacific. The two first ques- 
tions, if to be determined by negotiation, might be made 
subjects of discussion for years, and as no limitation of 


time can be prescribed to the other, a certainty in the | 


opinion of the Spanish officers that the Indians will be 
pacific, it will be impossible to suffer it to remain an 
obstacle to the fulfilment of the treaty on the part of 
Spain. tn : ia 

: ¿To remove the first diffculty, I'have determined to 


inhabitants, who are represented to amount to nearly > 
l four thousand, generally well. affected, and much. at- 

| tached to the- United States, and zealous for the estab- 

| lishment of a government under their authority. 

I, therefore, recommend to your consideration the 

| expediency of erecting a government in the district of 

| the Natchez, similar to that established for the territory. 
; northwest of the river Ohio, but with certain modifica- 
| tions, relative to titles or claims of land, whether of in- 

dividuals or companies, or to claims of jurisdiction of 


any individual State. ; 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Usitren Srares, June 12, 1797. : 
The Message and papers were referred to Mr. 
| Barpwin, Mr. Sgwar, Mr. Finp.ay, Mr. Scuure- 
MAN, and Mr. Harper, to report by bill. or other- 
wise. 


H 
} 
t 


Tugspay, June 13. 
SUSPENSION OF DUTIES. 


Mr. Ors, from the committee to whom was fre- 
| ferred the memorial of certain merchants of the 
State of Massachusetts, reported a bill to suspend 
in part the operation of the act passed last session 
to raise certain sums of money by means of addi- 
tional duties ; which was twice read, and referred 
to a Committee of the Whole; to-morrow. 


DEFENCE OF PORTS AND HARBORS. .. 


_The House having again resolved itself into-a 
Committee of the Whole,-on the report of a select 
committee on the subject of fortifications, and that. 
part of the bill being under consideration which 
required the blank filling up, . ia peas 

Mr. GarLaTin moved to fill up with fifty thou= 
sand dollars, as he did not believe a- larger sum 
would be wanted before the next session, as they 
had concluded by the resolution of yesterday that no 
money should be expended upon places which:had 
not previously made a cession of their territory to 
the United States. - f Tias 
Mr. W. Sire proposed to fill the blank with two 
hundred thousand dollars; for though the ‘vote of 
yesterday had outlawed the States of New York 
and South Carolina, yet some provision might be 
made, before Congress rose, for allowing the Pre? 


Jeave it to the diserction of the officers of His Catholic | sident to make such repairs in the fortifications of 
Majesty, when.they withdraw his troops from the forts | the United States as the appearance of ‘things 
within the territory of the United. States, either to leave | should seem to require, (without reference to ces- 
the works standing,-or to demolish them ; and to re- | sion of territory,) and therefore he wished to have 
move the second, I shall cause an assurance to be pub- | the blank filled with the sum. he had mentioned. 


lished, and. to-be particularly communicated to the Min: 
ister of His Catholic Majesty, and to the Governor of 
Louisiana, that the settlers or occupants of the lands in 
question, shall not be disturbed in their possessions by 
the troops of the United States; but, on the contrary, 
‘that they shall be protécted'in all their lawful claims ; 
and to prevent or remove every doubt on this point, it 
merits the consideration of Congréss, whether it will 
not be expedient, immediately; to‘pass a law, giving 


positive assurances to those inhabitants, ‘who, by: fair | 


and regular grants, or by: occupancy, ‘have obtained 
- -legal titles of equitable claims to lands. in-that country, 


This sum’ was supported by Messrs. Brooxs 
and HARTLEY. : 
Mr. ALLEN wished the present motion suspend- 
ed, to admit of one which he had to make.: It 
was to re-consider the vote of yesterday on Mr. 
Dayton’s amendment, and, in case it were rejeet- 
| ed, to introduce two additional clauses to the bill: 
| one to request the President to make application 
to the States which had not. ceded the territory of 
| their fortifications for a cession of it; the other en- 
acting that, in ease such cession should begefused, 


| aprior to the final ratification of the treaty. between the | all farther assistance. in fortification should cease: 


United States and Spain, on the twenty-fifth of April, 
TIG esi ge SRT EDTA ee ihe ee 
`y This-eountry-is rendered peculiarly valuable by its 


:: Mr. Auten having himself voted for.the amend. - 
ment which he wished to: reconsider; being see- 


| onded by a member inthe same. situation and Mr. 
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having wit did not mean: to be niggatdly;:he thought that 
ime under °d ‘sum, with the 20,000 dollars-in- hand, would be 


nta 
itë ( ‘| full as much as the Exeeutive would want iin: 
‘| three months, since they had’ only expended 3,000 
‘as | dollars-in thelast:three months... = 0200 
| Mr: Maiienes spoke of the situation. of :Geor- 
gia. <A cession: had not-been made; he said, of the 
i, | territoryon which their fort ‘stood. It was. the 
z- | property of ah individual, therefore, as they had 
-| not refused to make cession, they were entitled to 
protection. wos 
Mr. Varnom hoped the blank would not be fill 
ed at all;:as he did not -believe. we had any reason: 
to apprehend an invasion; and if we had, the lar- 
gest sum proposed to be appropriated would be as 
nothing when applied'to make’ a complete fortifi- 
cation for the United States. °° PAE 
Mr. Oris confessed that. he was- not of opinion 
with -gentlemen who thought, if: there was not im- 
mediate danger, they might as. well return home 
without doing any thing. -He “thought that we 
should show to the world that we were ready, to 
place ourselves ina posture of defence ; but-if they. 
were to vote only. 50,000 -dollars -for: the purpose.of 
fortifying our harbors, it would be burlesquing the 
business, and we should- become'an object of ridi- 
cule-to foreign’ nations. + Aint, Lt hati 
St.-was--generally «brought: as: án- argument 
against appropriating-money; that it was lavished 
away; but it was:now’ said, ‘because the ‘Hxecu- 
tive had ‘been ecoriomical” in the expenditure “of 
the money which had: last ‘session ‘been appropti- 
ated; they would confine’him to’ a’ small sum at 
reset; onthe ‘contrary, he ‘thought it’ought ‘to 
jè evidence to them that whatever sum was now 
appropriated, would be taken care of in the same 
manner. f a ee Ors 
If this country, Mr. O. said, were in so low a 
situation,-as not to be able to provide money for 
its defence, we had better callin France or some 
other Power,.to take care of us ;.but he trusted 
they should. show a very different spirit... He sin- 
cerely, hoped .peace. would. take place in: Europe 
before they came together : again, and .that. this 
country would no longer have cause of alarm; 
but:this, he ‘said; : we. were ‘not sure: of,-and ‘we 
ought not to stand ‘with‘our arms a-kimbo, because 
a few. dollars might be saved.» He knew no parit 
of this money was to'be-expended on- Massachu- 
setts; but when the‘interests of the whole were the 
pbjeet he forgot™local interest. ‘Gentlemen, who 
had-all along said they would’ dó nothing, would 
artfully gain théir point, by the division of, those 


who wished to ptt the “nation into ‘a state of de- 
this.océdsion, The 


Gia 
TON ait quii aa vos 
In. supporting, this motion, Mr. SITGREAVES 
said, the extraordinary exigency of the occasion, 
called upon them to dispense with the amendment, 
though ke allowed it to’ be just on.general princi- 
ples, this exigency was ‘evinced, he said, by their 
being called together in an extraordinary manner 5 
nor was there anything in the late accounts from 
Europe, which lessened the alarm. Indeed, in the 
course of a recent debate, it “was ‘asserted, that if 
France should: maketa separate’ ‘peace with the 

his, souney would :be- 


opposin; it, Mr. S. Smita took notice of the 


that the gentleman from ‘Maryland must be mis- 
taken, as such an‘ expression could ‘not have esca- 
froma gentleman ofsuch candor ‘and urban- 
ity, of manners. If he had heard him make 
use’ of such an expression, he should have: call- 
éd:'upon him, both in that House '‘and-out:of it: 
IÈ ke shad made the declaration, he trusted he 
wotild be honest, candid, and just enough, to re- 
vokedtes co ey 
toMx. W; Smrru' took no notice of this remark, 
but the-question for‘reconsidering the amendment 
was taken’and lost, there being 43 votes for it, and 
52 against it, o- f 
io Theguestion was- then: put upon filling. the 
' blank ‘with 200,000 dollars, and negatived without 
apdivision. 5 S a 
the sense ‘of the committee: was next taken 
upon’ the. sums: of $100,000 and $80,000, both of 
whieh were negatived, there being’ only’ 38 votes 
` in favor of each. It was then moved to fill the 
» blank with $50,000... «~ 5 
Mr: RurrEDar. suggested. it- to the gentleman 
whether60,000:dollars’ would not: even -be neces- 
ry; when’ he -exeludedfrom any ‘provision the 
South Carolina, Georgia, Massachusetts, 


fence, but who Were divi t 
responsibility of such a conduct, however, should 
not be upon him. ey ce 
"Mr. Gites charged the, gentleman last up with 
wandering from the subject... He thought, as well 
as. others, 200,000 dollars. a,.petty sum, for the: de- 
fence of the Union by means of fortifications 


"observed, that’ only “$4,000 had 
th ‘astern States, a Ipin 


ad 
the ‘reasons “fo 


re, | if there were.real, danger, he would. votefor much 
in | more.: But- bedid- not-think this.a.proper.kind:-.of 
defence for:the:countty;: he was’ for-defending it. 
= | by means of the militia. The gentleman hadiad- 
wanded a most-éxtracrdisary ‘reason forappropri- 
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ating a larger sum of money than contemplated; | Mr. Brooxs and Mr. Mitteper spoke'in favor 


it was because the President had taken care of the | 
last sum appropriated. It was the business of that | 
House, he said, to take care of the money, and not | 
to appropriate it in order that it might lie safely in | 
the hands of the Executive. From the present | 
situation of Europe, he believed the least done | 
would be the best. If the gentleman thought the | 
adoption of nominal means, which could possibly | 
produce no good, would do the nation any eredit, 
he differed from him in opinion. 
Mr. Dayton (the Speaker) said he had voted 
. . for filling the blank with 100,000 dollars, and af- 
terwards with 80.000 dollars, because he believed | 
either of these sums might have been applied with 
advantage. Ifthe gentleman from Massachusetts 
had been in the House yesterday, he would have 
spared some of his observations of to-day, which 
were more remarkable for warmth than for candor. 
Mr. D. defended his amendment, and said it had 
been a subject he had never lost sight of. And 
have I (exclaimed Mr. D.) declared I would do 
nothing ? Have not I voted for every measure, 
calculated to put the country in a state of defence, 
except for arming the merchants’ vessels? Every 
gag e was proper, he said, he was ready to 
do; but not to throw away $100,000 upon works 
which every done now acknowledged could never 


be.of service to the United States. Was there ahy 
-< reason, he asked, for throwing away this money, 
because the country was in danger? ‘He thought 
not, but the contrary ; for, if that were the case, it 
behooved them to be careful to spend their money 
to the best advantage. 

--Mr. Oris explained, and declared he did not 
mean to allude to the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. W. Smıra said, he had all along contended 
for the propriety of attending to the fortifying of 
` NewYork, as well as Charleston, but as he had 

- been unsuccessful in his endeavors with respect to 
New York, he should follow the example of the 


| Emperor, and make a separate peace, by taking 


> eare of his own State. He therefore moved an 
| additional section providing that an additional 
" gum should be provided for fortifying the ports and 
harbors of South Carolina and Georgia. - 

A New York member proposed to add, “the 
Narrows in the port of New York.” 

After some few observations, in which Mr. 
Brooks said, if the gentleman from South Car- 
olina followed the example of the Emperor, they 
must. like Great Britain, make the best of their 
situation, the question was put on this amend- 
. ment, and ‘negatived without.a division. 

<-Mr. W. Samira then went into a defence of his 
proposition, assuring the committee no objection 
would be made to granting a cession of the terri- 
tory. He spoke of a considerable armament which 
was going on at St. Augustine, for what purpose 
was not known, though said to be from: a’ strong 
expectation of “an invasion from England ; ‘but | 
that, whatever was the intention, all the arms and | 
ammunition whieh could be purchased-at Charles- 
ton, had been sent there, which had catised very. 


‘eonsiderable alarm in that citys 5 


of this measure, and Mr. Varnom against it ; and 
after a pretty long speech from Mr. Roriapes, in 
which he advocated with great zeal the propriety: 
of attending to the Southern States, as “most ex~ 
posed to danger, and also mentioned several in- 
stances in which the commerce of Charleston. had 
been annoyed by means of French pirates, the 
question was put upon this new section, and:ear- 
ried, there being 54 votes in favor of it. Meas 
Mr. W. Smita moved to fill the blank with 
$40,000, which was carried, there being fifty votes 
in favor of it. 
It was then moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill with the amendments; but on Mr. 
Dayron’s saying he had another amendment to 
propose, the commiitee rose, had leave to sit again, 
And the House adjourned. , 


Wepnespay, June 14.. obey 


Mr. N. Surra. from the ‘committee appointed 
for the purpose, reported a bill to prevent vessels 
taken by foreign Powers from ever after receiving 
new registers, except by the original - owners, but, 
though possessed by citizens of the United States, 
be considered as vessels of a foreign Power. ` 

Mr. Porrer also reported a bill for authorizing 
the President, during the recess of Congress, to 
provide galleys or other vessels, for purposes therein 
mentioned. i T 

Both these bills were twice read and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. ie 


FORTIFICATIONS. 


` The House again resolved itself into~a Come 
mittee of the Whole on the subject of Fortifica- 
tions, when ae 
Mr. ALLEN moved a clause to the bill to the 
following effect, viz: “to empower the President 
of the United States to authorize the Governor of 
the State of New York to expend: a sum not ex+ 
ceeding , for the purpose of fortifying the 
forts and harbors of the State of New York, pro- 
vided the sum so expended. be placed to the credit 
of the said State on aecount of the balance found 
due from that State to the United States, and pro- 
vided that the State cede the right of jurisdiction 
of the places upon which such fortifications shall 
be erected to the United States.” : 
Mr. Brooxs opposed the motion, as_being- paf- 
ticularly pointed at the State of New York. `` 
Mr. Havens proposed an amendment to it, 
which was to make it apply-generally to all the 
debtor States, instead of confining it to the State 
of New York alone. ene 
Mr. Harper seconded the motion, and Mr. Ax- 
LEN consented ‘to have it incorporated in his pro- 
position. z te 
Mr. Sxinnenr advocated the motion, and denied 
that it operated in a partial manner ‘upon. the 
State of New York. —— wel OPE Ada 
“Mr: S. Sarra was in favor of the motion. He 
wished the business of fortification to be goné into 
effesinally; by securing every principal: port.in the 


| Union, and not that small sums “should be ‘spent 
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kere ‘and there, which could produce no good éf- | as to the citizens of New York city, but they were: 


fect: ` H he were Secretary of War;-therefore, he 
ould:think it. best to expend the whole $75,000 


now proposed to’ be “appropriated-on the fortifica- 
tions on ‘Mud Island, as he did not think any par- 
ticular exigency at- present: called--for -partial 
raeasures. ig ees Qi Ee hea 
~ Mr: WiLLiams agreed with the gentleman last 
up that attention ought to bepaid toall the impor- 
tant ports of the United States, and of course he: 
should bein favor of the amendment. “He did 
not-doubt:but, rather ‘than be continually stigma- 
tized with being debtors, the State of New York 
would consent to lay out the assumed debt at the 
Narrows, though he believed they: would-not like 
the*way in which the business had been-.done. : : 
“Mr. Brooxs ‘was. opposed to the motion; as. the 
debtor States would be deprived of all advantage 
from the $75,000 appropriated. He also insisted 
that the debt said to be due from. the State of 
New York to the “United States ought not to be 
drawn into the present discussion; but; if it were 
tobe considered, it would be proper to let the sub- 
ject. stand-alone... To do otherwise was making 
an: odious distinetion, to the disadvantage of New 
Yorks oof oy - } 
Mr. Dayton (the Speaker). denied that the debt- 
or States were deprived of any assistance from the 
sum. already agreed-to be appropriated. generally. 
If the gentleman had read the first. clause-of. the 
bill he had suffered his warmth to overcome his 
Memory, as he must. there see this was -not -the 
case. With -respect to. obtaining a.cession of the 
three islands upon which the fortifications at New 
York were erected, he would not’agree to appro- 
pien twenty cents for that purpose; nor didthe 
elieve the Siate of New York would ever cede 


them. 
«Mr; D.: said, it was -yesterday observed. that 
odious distinction was made with respect to. New 
York, because she was not provided for; and now 
provision: was made for her, gentlemen still talked 
of: odious distinction.. He did not.know what 
gentlemen would be satisfied with. Sa 
Mr. Dy said, living near New York.as he did, 
he- had. had. frequent opportunities of conversing 
with the people of that city-on this subject, and 
$o, far from a proposition of this -kind being con- 
sidéred;.as.an. insult to that State, he believed it 
wotld be highly gratifying. to: them. Nay, the 
Representatives of that State had assured him 
last ‘session, in Conversation, that if an offer like 
the present came from Congress, it -would be well 
received, Every oné of them said ‘this, but they 
did not-wish :themselyes to propose it, because it 
might be supposed they pledged the State to ac- 
cept the offer, when..they had no authority to-do 
sos: He had.not heard an individual say it would 
not be well received, and he could see no ground 
for the present opposition. oi, sacc oooi 
Swanwick thought the amendment a good 


scharge 


their debt tot e.Uni- 


be gla 
a. 


AMS-doubted q t that the _assertions 
tlemman from New. Jersey might be just 


‘He’ believed the State. of Pennsylvania | - 


not so with respect. to other parts of that State < 
and the representatives in the Legislature came”: 
chiefly from the west and north of New York. +3 
Mr. Harper did not think it material to inquire: . 
into: the dispositions of the people of the city or... 
country: of New York, on this occasion. The, 
question was whether it was expedient to make... 
the present proposition. He thought it was; for. 
if it were acceded to on the part of New York, |: 
great good would be done; if not, no harm could: * 
be the consequence. : oe 
‘Mr, Brooxs thought he: knew the minds. of 
his constituents better than the gentleman from 
New Jersey. He had been in the Legislature. of. 
New York for three years past, which he believed: 
was the best possible situation for. learning the: 
political opinions. of the. State. He believed a: 
proposition of this kind would not- be well. re- 
ceived’; ‘he called it an invidious distinction from 
their sister ‘States; it was to say to them, “If you. 
do not- pay: your debt (which we say is. just, but 
which you-dispute)-you shall not be protected.” -... 
Mr. Dayton again-charged: the memory: of the 
gentleman. from New York with not being faith- 
ful, and justified his former assertion. . When. the. 
blank-came to-be filled up-he said he meant to. pro« 
pose it to-be filled with the sum of $1,200,000, the. ` 
debt assumed for the State of New York; but, i 
he believed a proposition of this kind would be 
considered: as an insult to that State or people; he: 
would. be the last to support it... cee 
Mr. Havens believed with the gentleman from: 
New Jersey, that the proposition would not:-be 
considered ‘as an insult,-but he was doubtful’ whe- 
ther’ it would be accepted; because. there was. a: 
prevailing opinion in that State that the settle: 
ment between the States and the United: States 
had-not been fair, as it related to them, and that: 
the western representation would oppose such ar 
appropriation. r 
Mr. ELMENDORPH was against the amendment: 
The principle upon which the House:had proceed+ 
ed was general protection arising from a sense. of 
danger, and that therefore those places which were 
weakest and. most exposed hada primary.claim 
upon their notice, without respect to: cession or 
any other secondary object; but instead of this, 
the question seemed to. be a -contest between difa 
ferent parts-of the- Union. and the State of New ` 
York. He did not himself think there was any 
occasion. for extraordinary measures ;.. but, as it 
had been otherwise concluded, he thought New ~~ 
York was entitled to equal attention with others, ` 
and ought not to be pointed at in the way propos- 
ed; for, said -he, if the resolution passes; it will: 
not.insure. the business being done, because the ~ 
Legislature of New York might not. agree to if. - 
He therefore thought that the measure wasan ex- 
communication. of that State -from the. general. ; 
protection proposed. Be P eee 
_ Mr: Srrereaves wished to offer-a substitute to. 
the section under consideration, which he had: 
reason to believe would prove :generally.acceptar ` 
ble.. It was to the following effect: 7.72 


“And be it further enacted, That: the President: of 


B18 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


314 


June, 1797.] 


Fortifications. 


[H. or R. 


the United States be authorized to cause to be erected | lieved there was always such a connexion between 


at the Narrows, such fortifications as he may deem ne- | 
cessary for the protection of the port and harbor of New i 
York: Provided, That the expense thereof-do not ex- | 
ceed dollars. : i 
= « And be it further enacted, That the sum of l 
$200,000, expended in erecting the present fortifications | 
in that port, be passed to the credit of the.balance found ; 
due from the State of New York to the United States; | 
and that so much as shall remain of the said-balance, į 
shall be appropriated for the purpose of fortifying the | 
Narrows as aforesaid.” | 


Mr. Havens did not approve of this amend- 
ment. The assumed debt of the. State of New} 
York would by no means fortify the Narrows. | 
After. taking off $200,000 for the present fortifica- | 
tions, there would only remain one million, and 
he believed it would require three millions. 

Mr. Harrer thought this: proposition. much 
more hostile to the State of New York than the 
one it superseded, as the principle of the other was 
general, and this particular. He did not believe 
that the Narrows would be fortified either by the 
State of New. York. or the United States, at pres- 
ent. He thought a million of dollars might be laid 
out to much better purpose in the purchase of ships 
of war; for, if they were to go into a system of 

neral fortification of the coast, one hundred mil- 
ions of dollars would at least be necessary. 

Mr. ALLEN supported the amendment. 

‘Mr. Bayard was opposed to the amendment, 
because in favor of the bill, for he believed ‘if the 
amendment was adopted, the bill would be lost. 
The amendment was pretended to be directed to 
one point, but was insidiously pointed to another. 
He thought it improper, when one subject was un- 
der debate, to introduce another totally different. 
He did not come prepared to-day-to decide ‘on the 
subject of the debtor States. A question. of this 
importance ought not to be interwoven with any 
other. He adverted to what had taken place last 
session on the subject of these debts, and said, if 
the Senate had declined an agreement to apropo- 
sition so mild as that was, it could not be expected 
p concur in this, and, of course, the bill would be | 

ost... i 

Mr. NıcuoLas said, if this amendment passed, į 
the President would’ be authorized immediately 
to commence fortifications at the Narrows. He 
hoped, if they. gave this. authority, they should do | 
itunderstandingly. If the proposition said anything, 
it said,“ Go on and make. your fortifications, and 
the sum expended shall be put to your credit.” | 
But, he said, whatever more was spent than the, 
amount of the debt, the United States would have ; 
to pay. He should have voted for the former pro- | 
position, because he thought it would have served ; 
Nee State of New York, but he could not vote for | 
this. - na : : } 

Mr. Srrareaves acknowledged that if the con- 
struction put upon his. proposition was a just one, | 
he should himself abandon: it; but he did not hine | 
the proposition was obligatory upon the President, 
provided the fundsshould fail... If-he should deem: 
it necessary to.-erect the fortifications in questio 


he was authorized, not required, to-do so. He be-| day, 


the authorization and expense, as that when. the 
fund failed the ‘expense ceased. .He supposed, 
therefore, that the President would first inquire 
whether the State of New York was willing thus 
to pay their balance, if not, he would not proceed 
with the works. i Pe et 
The gentleman from Delaware had said, it was 
his (Mr. S’s.) intention to defeat the bill, He had 
voted in favor of fortifications; he had voted. in 
favor of the highest sum proposed to be appropri- 
ated for that purpose. cP ees 
[Mr. Bayarp said he had only stated that the 
amendment would produce that effect.] dene 
Mr. S. replied, he had not only said it was his 
design, but that it wasan insidious design. Hewish- 
edthe coast to be effectually fortified; he did not 
know that our funds would not at present admit 
of it. The. proposition had two objects in view, 
and he thought it would be a desirable thing to ac- 
complish them. Indeed, he did not before to-day 
hear any objection to this measure. 0 00, 
Mr. S. referred to what Colonel Stevens had said 
in favor of this measure in the course of last’ ses- 
sion, and concluded with’ observing he had’ no 
particular fondness for-the.proposition, but had in- 
troduced it for the purpose of accommodation. 
Mr. Van ALEN opposed the amendment at con- 
siderable length. . He said it- was-either necessary 
to put the ports and harbors of the United States 
ina state of defence, or it was'not; if it'was not, 
he did not wish it to be done; but if it was, hein“ 
sisted upon its being the duty of the General Goy- 
ernment to protect New York as’ well: as other 
ports. But, to pursue the conduct. proposed, was 
to say, “ We have, fortified other «ports; ‘yow may 
fortify yourselves; you owe us money; dó the . 
business,and put it to account.” If this were done, 
he believed they would ave no more fortifications 
than they had at present; tor it seemed to be de 
termined New York must pay the debt said to’ be 
due, and he did not think they would be inclined 
to do it and have no security. a ahs tee A 
Mr. Havens again spokeagainst the amendment. 
The question on the first part of Mr. Srt- 
GREAVES’s proposition was taken, and negatived, 
there being only ten votes for it; the last fell, of 
course. : iPS the ISO 
Mr. Harper then moved again the proposition 
of Mr. Aren. as amended by Mr. Havens; and’ 


| the sense of the committee was taken upon the 


first part of it, which was carried, there being -56: 
votes in favor of it. The question was then taken 
on the latter part, and it was carried, there: being 
63 votes for it. ASE hae 
The committee rose, and the House were:about 
take up the amendments, when Ly 
Mr. Parxer wished to report a bill for comple- 
ting the frigates United States, Constitution, and 
Constellation. BO seeds 8 Ca cpa E 

Mr. Nicuoxas also reported a bill directing the’ 


to 


appointment of agents in relation to the 6th article 
of the British Treaty. E 


:- Both these bills were twice read and committed: 


and the latter for to-morrow. 


to. Committees of the Whole; the former for Mon- 
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SUSPENSION OF DUTIES. The question was put, and the amendment nega- 
oat < went inte a | tived, there being only 30 for it. : 
“On motion of Mr. Oris, the House went into a The next amendment was that limiting the in- 


Committee, of. the Whole, on the bill for sus- terest of the money to be borrowed at six per cent, 
pending in part the operation of an act, passed last | Mr. W. Smita hoped they should not agree to 
session, for raising a certain sum of money by ad- this, but that they should agree to expunge what 
ditional duties. The committee rose without related to a loan. Other expenses would be incur: 
making any. other than a verbal amendment; but | rea and he thought it wee ne better to include 
a short debate took place in the House, and, on mo- the whole in one bill f 

tion of Mr. Harper, the bill was rejected—48 to 42. | Mir, Gaxtatin believed there would be no occa- 

The propriety of passing this l danda to | sion for a specific bill for a loan, as he believed 
operate in favor of certan Massachusetts mer- the President had already sufficient power to bor- 
chants, was supported by Messrs. Orts, BROOKS, | row money, if it could be got, (alluding to the five 
Cuamputn, and S. Smu, on the ground of its millions of six per cent. stock agreed to last sess- 
unequal operation, as it appeared that the cargoes ion.) He thought the present. revenue would be 
of their vessels at this „season, from being several sufficient, and that it was only necessary to give.a 
months longer on their voyage, will be charged power of borrowing on anticipation. 
with the new duty, whilst those- of all the other Mr. Swanwick was in favor of continuing the 
ports, from making shorter voyages, would not be amendment, because the striking of it out would 
charged with it. It was opposed by Messrs. Har- | appear as if they meant not to Linait the interest 
Per, Parker, and Corr, on the ground that, it tosix per cent. He condemned the practice of 
would be wrong to set a law aside from a com- borrowing. money upon: all occasions. Whilst 
plaint of this kind, as it would open the door to they. were meditating schemes of defence, he 
petitions without end, whenever in future the least thought they ought also to fix upon some mode 
Inequality of a tax was experienced. of raising additional funds. He apprehended no 

l good to the United States from ihis system of 
borrowing. 

Mr. Harrer denied that the present revenue 
could be relied on to meet the expenses contem- 
plated by this bill, especially if they, took into con- 
sideration an authorized. expense of $100,000, re- 
specting the trade with the Indians. He there- 
fore thought it necessary to provide for them by a 
loan ; for taxes could not be laid and collected in 
time to answer the exigency. In order to reim- 
burse the loan, it would be necessary, of course, to 
provide taxes. ; 

Mr. Swanwick was sorry to hear the gentlemani 
last: up advocating permanent loans. 

Mr. Harrer said, he did not mean permanent 
loans, but such as might be redeemable in a few 
years, i 

Mr. Swanwick said, this would nevertheless bean: 
increase of stock, and, of course, of debt. An: irre~ 
deemable debt would, indeed, be a very extraordi- 
nary thing for this country. He understood his 
colleague to mean that, whatever sum was bor- 
rowed, should be in anticipation of: the revenue to 
be raised, which would answer the idea of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina himself. By the 
method proposed of selling stock to pay: borrowed 
money, whilst it appeared we were only paying 
six per-cent., we were in fact paying nine or ten, 
because the stock was sold greatly below par. He 
hoped, therefore, they should provide, by taxes, for 
all the money they expended. f 

Mr. W. Smita accused the gentleman last up 
with wandering from the subject. The question. 
was, whether it was necessary to say anything: 
about a loan in this bill. There were two kinds 
of loan, one an anticipation of existing: revenue, 
another where there-was no revenue. to meet the 
s expense. -Fhe present bill-contemplated'the form- 
within one.year, it would-be ‘void ; and-more than | er... It was necessary to'give the President power. 
one-year:had now. elapsed, and the cession. was not | to borrow, because, if there was no surplus of rev-: 
accepted. cine. Mohd Spee -j enue, the expense-could: not be met... He did not: 


g Tuurspay, June 15. 
_. FORTIFICATIONS. 


. The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments agreed to in the Committee of the Whole, 
to the bill respecting fortifications. 

_, Phe. first, amendment, which was to fill the 
blank, to.be.applied to fortifications generally, with 
$75,000,.was agreed to—48 to 38. 

., The. next amendment was the one introduced by 
Mx. Darron, to prevent.any money being applied 
to fortifications, the juris@ction of which had not 
been. ceded.to.the United States. 

Mx. Brooxs.recapitulated his objection to this 
proposition. 

Mr. Gauuarin said he had voted for this amend- 
ment, because. he conceived it to be founded on 
just-principles ; and, as he should now vote against 
it, 1¢ was necessary to give his reasons for doing 
so, He believed the principle just and roper to 
be used, whenever the United States should gointo 
agoneral plan of: fortifications. But, as this was 
only meant for a-temporary provision against dan- 
ger; he believed it would not beabided by, because the 
danger might be greatest, and the assistance wanted 
mostat a place which was not ceded. Besides, 
he believed there was not a single port in the Uni- 
ted States which had ceded exclusive jurisdiction 
of their territory according to the. Constitution ; 
and, therefore, this provision would go to preclude: 
the whole from relief, as every cession which had 
been made ‘provided for a. concurrent jurisdiction 
of the State. . So far as it related to Pennsylvania, 
sheé-would nit be entitled to any support, because 
she:not. only. reserved a-concurrent jurisdiction, but 
provided. that, if the cession: was: not accepted 
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object tothe amendment beeause it limited the | this motion might be withdrawn until the other 
interest of money, but because; if the interest was, amendments were gone through, Mr. S. with- 


agreed to, the appropriation clause could not after- | 
wards-be struck out. Before they rose, he trusted | 
provision would be made for the payment of what- ! 
ever might be borrowed, in four or five years. He | 
had no expectation of money being borrowed in; 
any other way than in anticipation of the rev- ; 
enue. j 
Mr. N. Smıra objected to the interest of the | 
money to be borrowed being limited to six per} 
cent., as he believed it could not be borrowed at 
that rate, and it would be a mere farce to limit the | 
interest.at a price below that at which it could be 
got. If money was. absolutely necessary, it must 
be got upon: the best terms. upon which it could be | 
had. The President might certainly be trusted | 
in.a business. of this sort, since no one could believe | 
he would pay more interest. than there was a ne- | 
cessity for paying. : f | 
Mr. GALLATIN. was.not for confiding wholly | 
-to the President. as to the. interest. to be paid for i 
money. ..It was usual, he said, to limit the interest | 
of all:money to be borrowed. i | 
Mr. GatLatTin reminded the gentleman from | 
South Carolina, of ‘a saving in the last military ' 
appropriation of $150,000. less than the sum esti- 
‘mated, and contrary to that gentleman’s wishes, | 
which would considerably increase the surplus of i 
revenue. i j 
Mr. N. Smrra mentioned a loan of a million of 
dollars for the Algerine business, which was au- | 
thorized to. be borrowed without limitation of in- | 
terest. . 
Mr. Corr was in. favor of dispensing with the 
borrowing clause. ` 
Mr. Harrer spoke in favor of the limitation. 
He believed money:might be got at six per cent. | 
He should be unwilling to pay more, as it would 
increase the interest of money generally. i 
Mr. Brooxs said the question was. not whether | 
more than six per cent. should be paid for the in- į 
terest-of money, but whether the borrowing clause į 
‘ should be- inserted at all. 
Mr. Oris was of the same opinion. He thought | 
it would be best. to have a distinct bill for all the | 
money wanted. Sr gi 
The question upon agrecing to. the amendment, | 
limiting the interest of the money, was negatived, | 
there being 44 for it, and 50 against it. 
The next amendment was the-clause. appropri- | 
ating forty thousand dollars for the fortifications | 
of South Carolina and Georgia. ; i 
Mr. GatLatin hoped this would be disagreed ; 
to, since the amendment. limiting. the general ex- ; 
penditure:to such places as had ceded their juris- | 
diction, had-been negatived.. 


drew it. 

The provision was then negatived. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. ALLEN and 
amended by Mr. Havens, empowering the Presi- 
dent to authorize the State of New York to expend 
a certain sum upon their fortifications, which 
should be put to the credit of the balance due from 
that State to the United States, being under. con- 
sideration, 

Mr. Cocuran proposed to add the following 
words, in order to cover the expense already incur- 
red in the fortifications at New York, viz: “or 
which may have been expended by any State for 
the purpose aforesaid.” 

Mr. Garrats had no objection to the two mil- 
lions which New York owed the United States 
being expended upon their fortifications; but this 
amendment went to discharge. the State of New 
York from the two hundred thousand dollars al- 
ready expended, whether any more was expended 
or not. : 
This amendment was negatived without a divi- 
sion. 


Mr. Harper proposed to add, after the State of 


| New York, “under the direction of the President 


of the United States,” as a security for the money 
bein: properly employed. 
‘After a little conversation, this motion was car- 
ried’ without a division. d 
The question was then on the amendment a 
amended. 
Mr. Macon was for rejecting the amendment. 
Mr. McDoweLL was of the same opinion. .He 
objected to the amendment on two grounds: he 
thought it wrong to call upon the debtor States in 
this indecent way for the payment of their bal- 
ances; and he thought it also wrong to throw 
away so much money on fortifications, which, he 
said. could be of no use; for, though they might 
prevent an enemy from landing at the particular 
point where. they were fixed, they could “not 


‘ prevent them from landing at some neighboring 


spot, and being landed, they would take. possession 
of the fort, and turn the guns against ourselves. 
Mr. Brooxs opposed the passing of the amend- 
ment, and thought the only way of settling the 
business of the debts, would be by a conference 
with the State of New York. - i 
Mr. Fixp ey insisted upon it that the balance 
were settled, and could not now be questioned. 
Mr. Batpwin gave his vote, in the Committee 
of the. Whole, in favor of this, because he: had 
been. informed it would be acceptable to the State 
of New York. If he had thought such a proposi- 
tion would be disgreeable to. them, he would not 


Mr. W. Sarra movedthat. the: House resolve | have supported it. He: believed, when -passion 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, in. order to ; subsided, this settlement between the States and 
take the.sense of the'committee upon striking out | the United States would be acknowledged to be.a 
the seventy-five thousand dollars, for. the purpose perfectly fair transaction, --With. respect to’ the 
of.adding this sam of forty thousand. dollars to it, | latter part of the.amendment,: requiring the juris- 
since he supposed this clause-would be negatived, | diction to be ceded, he should be opposed: to it, 
because South Carolina and Georgia would. now He didnot wish to-msist upon an exclusive right, 
be included in.the general appropriation... - -| He was willing that States should go on with 

. Several members having expressed a-wish that their Governments in their own way; ‘without in- 
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terference, any farther than was necessar 
-peace amongst them. and foreign nations.: - 

Mr. Varnom said, it would take upwards of 
twenty millions of dollars to extend this plan of 
fortification throughout the United. States; and 
there is no doubt, when it was done in one place, 
others would apply for the like attention. He was 
therefore opposed to it: : : 

Mr. Bayarp did not. see why they should dis- 
criminate between one placè and another; they 
struck out the clause respecting South Carolina 
and Georgia on this ground, and he trusted ‘they 
should disagree to. this.. He objected- to it, also, 
because it seemed to admit the State balances as 
justly due. 

Mr. B. then went at considerable length into the 
manner. of the settlement of the. commissioners, 
denied that: the debts were justly due, and hoped 
there would be a re-settlement.. Gentlemen said 
they voted for this to oblige the debtor States.. It 
was an odd way of obliging them, by voting for a 
measure which would destroy the existence of 
some of the States. 

Mr. Harper observed that the gentleman’s ar- 
guments would have been exactly in point, had 
the. subject ofthe balances been ‘under: conside- 

ration. .. 48 
.. Mr: Oris said he yesterday voted for the amend- 
ment. He was led to do so from the idea that he 
‘was. conferring. a favor upon the State of New 
York; but having since conversed with the Rep- 
resentatives from that State, he had been: astonish- 
ed to find they were generally against it. He 
should. therefore decline doing'them a favor in 
Spite of themselves. ai l 

- Mr.. O. was about to follow Mr. Bayaro in his 
observations; when 

‘<The Speaker said he had improperly suffered 
that gentleman to proceed, and could not admit. a 
further deviation. from order. 

“Mr. S. Smrru, spoke in favor of the amendment, 
and hoped the gentleman last up would not throw 
away his vote; for though some States might not 
choose. to accept of the offer, others would. 

Mr. McDoweut again spoke against the motion. 

Mr. Exmenvorru wished the gentleman from 
Massachusetts not to take the ground of opposition 
he-had. taken. Since the amendment respecting 
jurisdiction had been negatived, he was in favor 
of this clause. He did not think an agreement to 
this’ proposition was a recognition of the debt, nor 
did he think any State’s agreeing to it would com- 
mit others. : He wished those States who thought 
themselves unjustly charged with these balances 
might have this: opportunity of getting. clear of | 
them: Ki 3 i 

Mr. Van. ALEN opposed this amendment, and 
concluded with saying it was justice in the United i 
States to fortify the port of New York, and it was 
equally justice-in that State.to pay the debt.: He 
wished her to be called upon, but not.in this way; 
it was treating her in-a manner which she did not | 
deserve: eens > i 

'The'sense of the House was. then taken upon 
the first part of the-proposition, and determined in 
the affrmative-yeas 51, nays 44, as follows: 


y-to keep |: 


| in the Committee.of the whole H 


Yeas—John Allen, Abraham Baldwin, David 
Bard, Theophilus Bradbury, Richard Brent, Samuel 
J..Cabell, Christopher G. Champlin, John Clopton, Jas. 
Cochran, Joshua Coit, Samuel W. Dana, James Da- 
venport, George Ege, Lucas Elmendorph, Thos. Evans, 
William Findley, Albert Gallatin, William B. Giles, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe 
Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Thomas. Hartley, Jona- 
| than N. Havens, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, 
Walter Jones, John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, 
| John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, Anthony New, John: 
| Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, 
| James Schureman, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnick- 
son, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Sprigg, jr, John Swanwick, Mark Thomson, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Abraham Venable, arid Peleg Wadsworth: : 
Naxs—George Baer, jun., James A. Bayard, Tho- 
mas Blount, David Brooks, Nathan Bryan, Stephen 
Bullock, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, William 
Craik, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John Dennis, 
George Dent, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, John Fow- 
ler, Jonathan Freeman, Nathaniel Freeman, jun., James 
Gillespie, Henry Glen, William Gordon, Andrew Gregg, 
William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, William Hind- 
man, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, James Machir, 
Nathaniel Macon, William Matthews, Blair McClena- 
chan, Jos. McDowell, Harrison G. Otis, John Rutledge, 
jun., Samuel Sewall, Tompson J. Skinner, William 
Smith, of Charleston, William Smith, of Pinckney Dis- 
trict, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Richard Tho- 
mas, John E. Van Alen, Joseph B. Varnum; and Ro- 
| bert Williams. E ' 


The question was now taken upon - the latter 
part of the amendment, providing that exclusive 
Jurisdiction should be placed in the United States, 

Several propositions were offered for the amend- 
ment of this lance: It was proposed by Mr. Krr- 
TERA that, where land was ceded. by a State to the 
United States, or purchased by the United States 
of an individual, by the consent of the State, a 
concurrent jurisdiction should be had. 

This motion was negatived, 43 to 40. - - 


Mr. ELmenvorps then proposed an amendment, 
omitting the words “by consent of: the State,” 
which was carried, there being 48 for it. ` 

The amendment, as amended, was put and car- 
ried, there being 58 for it. : 

Mr. W. Smita then proposed to strike out: the 
second section of the bill; in order to leave the loan 
to a future law. f 

Mr. GaLLatın wished the gentleman to confine 
himself to the loan, and not to the appropriation. 

Mr. Smıru consented, and the motion was 
agreed to. ; 

Mr. S. then moved that the House again re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole, in . 
order to add the forty thousand dollars, proposed 
to be appropriated for South Carolina and Geor- 
gia, to the seventy-five thousand dollars for the 
general appropriation. He showed at. length the 
justice of the measure. ` : 

Mr. Rorcenge seconded the motion, and said. | 
he trusted the vote of the House would be consist: 
ent with that-of the committee. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gau.atin) had’ moved» 
ouse fora reduc- 
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tion of the sum recommended by the select com- | adventurous as to- carry ships into such a perilous 
mittee, because Carolina and Georgia were to be | situation. Hesdeseribed the harbor of Charleston 
excluded. from a participation of the general-ap-| as being very capable of complete defence by forti- 
repriation, they not having ceded to the United | fications. He said the Secretary of War contem- 
Btates the jurisdiction of the territory where for- | plated fortifying an island opposite to Fort Johne 
tifications had been and were to be erected, and | son, and when that shall be done, vessels attempting 
because special provision was to be made for for- | to pass it will encounter a cross fire. Bes 
tifying those States. But the House having de-| Mr. R, dwelt much on the necessity of fortify- 
termined. not to discriminate between the States | ing the coast of the Southern States—described it 
which had ceded the jurisdiction of their territory | as being very extensive, and having near it much 
and those which had not, and the clause in the | wealth, and that of a very perishable nature. In 
-bill which appropriated forty thousand dollars for | all events, he said—even in that of our being certain 
fortifying Carolina and Georgia being expunged, | a general peace will immediately take place—for- 
he hoped the gentleman from Pennsylvania would | tifications would be necessary in the South. Let 
not be so uncandid as to oppose the introduction | whatever order. of things obtain in Europe, ‘the 
of the sum which had been recommended by the | revolution had been so complete in the West’In- 
committee. The reason he had assigned for re-| dies, everything which was venerable and respect- 
ducing it being that a special provision would be| able had been so entirely subverted, anarchy and 
made for fortitying. the Southern States, and the | disorder were so prevalent and extensive there, 
clause which provided for their defence being de-| that for years to come we must expect to see our 
stroyed, Mr. R. hoped the gentleman would not be | trade with those islands cut off by picaroons, and 
so inconsistent as to limit the appropriation to | our coast infested by pirates. aie ot 
seventy-five thousand dollars, but would now vote| He concluded with thanking the House for the 
for one hundred and fifteen thousand; and thus, by | attention with which it had honored his observa- 
adding the sum voted in the committee for fortify- | tions. He deemed it quite unnecessary to add to 
ing the Southern States to the general appropria- | them, as it would be doing great injustice to.the 
tion, accord with the vote of the Committee of the | consistency and candor which distinguished the 
whole House. proceedings of the House, to suppose it -would-on 
Mr. R. expressed his surprise that, after the | this day give a vote in direct contradiction to that 
lengthy debate which took place in the committee, | of yesterday. He was persuaded they would not, ` 
in which he had detailed the defenceless state of | and that a large majority would rise in favor o: 
Carolina and Georgia, that gentleman should now | appropriating $115,000. is 
ask if $75.000 would not be a sufficient sum for| “Mr. Gites had no doubt of the situation of 
all the purposes of defence and fortifications. He | Charleston being as represented, but thought the 
requested they would call to memory the observa- | $75,000, and the $20,000 in hand, would be equal 
tions which had been made yesterday by a gentle- | to all that would be wanted before Congress met 
man from Maryland, (Mr. Smrru,) whose military | again. Wee 
talents were well known by every member in the| Mr. Gatuatin was of the same opinion. He 
House, and to whose military services this country | did not think that one-half of the $100,000 would 
was greatly indebted. He had stated that $75,000 | be spent, as only $140,000 had been expended from 
would not go far in fortifying our harbors. What | 1794 to 1797. He thought no more should be-ap- 
the gentleman from North Carolina had observed | propriated than was absolutely necessary ; for, if 
respecting fortifications was true, as it related to | they took into consideration the situation of Ku- 
internal defence; but for the defence of the coast, | rope at present, there was every reason to expect.a 
he knows they were of infinite service. He (Mr. | general peace would soon take place. He thought 
MeDoweLL) had been too actively engaged in our | this probability so great as almost to do away all 
Revolutionary war not to know that fortifications | apprehension of danger to this country. But, be- 
had answered many valuable purposes. He knows | cause they were met together, gentlemen seemed 
that the Southern -States were preserved, for sev- | disposed to do something. He was willing that 
eral years, by :a fortress in Carolina; he knows | that something should be done. He was therefore 
that. Sir Peter. Parker, with a large fleet, and Sir | in favor of those measures which could do the least 
H. Clinton, with a formidable army, were, in 1796, | harm. He should vote for the bill in its present 
baffled at Fort Moultrie, in their attempt to pass it, | shape; but he should be against raising the addi- 
and compelled, after having attacked it most vigor- | tional troops proposed, as they would cost $400,000 
_ ously for-twelve hours, to abandon their project of | a year—which would be guarding against an ima- 
conquering the Southern States. True it is, that | ginary danger by introducing a real evil. He 
Fort Moultrie was afterwards taken, arid the whole | should be against recommitting this bill, because, 
State overrun by the enemy ; but the conquest was | if they went further, they should enter upon that 
made by an ‘irresistible force, after-a very long and | plan which had been produced by a sense of dan-- 
gallant defence ==" oe = Ss] ger, which he did not think now existed. That 
danger had lessened betwixt the time of calling 
Congress and their meeting, and-had greatly les- 


=, Mr R. thought 30,000 or 40,000 dollars, expended 
< judiciously, would put Charleston in a complete 
state of defence. “He admitted that vessels might ae : 2 
passa fort without receiving auch injury, but} Mr. Atten thought it was insanity to. assert 
_ contended, that whenever it was possible to havea | there was no danger. to be apprehended from our 
eet ie ‘them, few commanders. would: be so} present situation as to foreign ‘nations. The dis 
5th Com—11 - E K 
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satisfaction expressed by the Spanish Government, | did not believe the State of New York to be a 
he called a scandalous, miserable pretext. He con- | debtor State; and because the adjustment of the 
sidered this nation as on the eve of war—spoke of | expenses of the war had been made upon the most 
the French surrounding us on all sides—nay, he erroneous principles. Each State, he said, ought 
said something about declaring war if the posts | to have been charged with the requisitions of Con- 
which they held were not given up. He hoped | gress made during the war, and the interest on 
they should take vigorous measures of defence, and | any defalcation of payment in each requisition, 
not separate until they laid a direct tax. What-| and credited with the sums paid, and with such 
ever the benevolent mind of the gentleman last | other supplies and payments as were purchased or 
up might think of the French nation, he could | paid, in conformity to acts of Congress ; but every 
look upon them as nothing less'than foes. [The claim, such as expense of the expedition to Penob- 
SPEAKER reminded the gentleman of the question.] | scot, the frigate South Carolina, and such as were 
He concluded, in great warmth, with charges of | admitted, ought to stand as a charge against the 
ambition against the French nation. | United States, and to be paid out of the com- 

Mr. Miuence and Mr. Suuparp each spoke in | mon stock. [The Speaxer reminded Mr. W. 


favor of going into a Committee of the Whole. 

The question for recommitting was carried—46 | 
to 53. The House accordingly went into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and agreed to make the sum 
$115,000 instead of $75,000—there being 46 votes 
for it and 42 against it. 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 48, | 
nays 41, as follows: 


» Yeas—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Abraham Bald- 
win, James A. Bayard, Theophilus Bradbury, David | 
Brooks, Demsey Burges, Christopher G. Champlin, 
James Cochran, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
James Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, George 
- Ege, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, William 
Hindman, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James 
H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James | 
Machir, William Matthews, John Milledge, Daniel 
Morgan, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, John Rut- 
ledge, jr., James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William 
Shepard, Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel 
Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, William Smith, 
of Pinckney District, Richard Thomas, John E. Van 
‘Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and. John Williams. 
Niays—David Bard, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, 
Nathan Bryan, Stephen Bullock, Samuel J. Cabell, i 
Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, | 
Joshua Coit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, Lucas 
Elmendorph, John Fowler, Nathaniel Freeman, jr., 
Albert Gallatin, William B. Giles, James Gillespie, An- 
drew Gregg, Roger Griswold, Carter B. Harrison, Jon- 
athan N. Havens, Walter Jones, Matthew Lyon, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Elisha R. Potter, John 
Reed; Tompson J. Skinner, Richard Sprigg, jr, Richard | 
Stanford, Thomas. Sumpter, John Swanwick, Abram | 
Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. 
Varnum, and Robert Williams. 


Fripay, June 16. | 


DEFENCE OF PORTS AND HARBORS. | 


The bill to provide: for the safety of the ports | 
and harbors of the United States, was read the 
third time, and about to be passed, when 

Mr. Wittrams. observed, that he should vote | 
against the bill for the following reasons, viz: be- 
cause it contained a clause adopting a principle 
which he conceived .to be both unnecessary and 
unjust, which respects the State debts; because he 


of the question.| Mr. W. said, if this objec- 
tionable clause could be modified so as to call on 
the debtor States for the sums assumed, and ac- 
credit States who had expended money on fortifi- 
cations, he then should have hope of an accommo- 
dation, especially with the State of New York; 
he, therefore, moved for recommitting the bill, so 
as to have these objects embraced. 

Mr. Brooxs objected tó the passing of the bill 


| on the same ground, and supported. the motion of 


his colleague. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the pas- 
sage of the bill, and resulted—yeas 54, nays 35, as 
follows : 


Yzss—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Abraham Bald- 
win, James A. Bayard, Theophilus Bradbury, Demsey 
Burges, Christopher G. Champlin, William’ Craik, 
James Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dennis, 
George Dent, George Ege, Thomas Evans, William 
Findley, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, John Fowler, 
Albert Gallatin, James Gillespie, Chauncey Goodrich, 
William Gordon, Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, 


| Carter B. Harrison, Thomas Hartley, William Hind- 


man, David Holmes, James H. Imlay, Walter Jones, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, 
William Mathews, John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, John 
Nicholas, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. 
Potter, John Reed, James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, 
William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sit- 
greaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel 
Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, George Thatch- 


| er, Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, and Peleg Wads- 


worth. ' 

Nays—David Bard, Thomas Blount, David Brooks, 
Nathan Bryan, Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, James Cochran, Joshua 
Coit, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendoph, Jonathan 
Freeman, Nathaniel. Freeman, jr, Henry Glen, An- 
drew Gregg, Jonathan N. Havens, Matthew Locke, 


| Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, 


Joseph McDowell, Anthony, New, Tompson J. Skin- 
ner, William Smith, of Pinckney District, Richard 
Sprigg, jr, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumpter, Abram 
Trigg, John E. Van Alen, Philip Van Cortlandt, Jo- 
seph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, John Williams, 
and Robert Williams. 

PROTECTION OF TRADE. 


A bill from the Senate, for the protection of 
the trade of the United States, was twice read, 


and ordered to be committed to a Committee < 
of the Whole on Monday. This bill goes into ; 
the detail. as to the manning of the frigates, fiz- 
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ing the pay, rations, &c., and also empowers the 
President to equip nine additional vessels, if he 
shall see necessary, not to carry more than twenty 
guns each, to be employed in the protection of our 
trade. i 

Mr. Varnum moved to have the consideration | 
of this bill postponed till the first Monday in No- 
vember, but was informed that his motion was not 
in order. 


CORPS OF ARTILLERY, &c. 


Mr. W. Smiru moved the order of the day on 
the bill for raising an additional force of ailla 

Mr. GatLtatin moved that the Committee of | 
the Whole be discharged from a further consider- | 
ation of this bill. He made this motion, he said, 
for the purpose of shortening the discussion ; be- | 
cause, if it should be the opinion of a majority 
that it was not proper to go into into the consider- 
ation of this subject at present, there would be no 
use in going into. a Committee of the Whole. He 
did not think it connected with the business upon 
which. they were specially called. To carry it 
into effect would at least cost $300,000, and no ad- 
equate benefit would be derived from it. 

Mr. Wittiams said, before he voted on this 
question, he should be glad to hear from the Sec- 
retary of War what was the present number of 
our troops, and where they were stationed. At 
present, he was of opinion that the men we had 
were sufficient, though he allowed it was necessa- 
ry that time should be given for artillerists to learn 
their duty. He should vote for going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. W. Smrru objected to the motion, as, if 
carried, it would amount to a rejection of the bill. 
He was against it, because he conceived the bill 
to be necessary ; and he thought it would appear 
to be so, from the argument of the gentleman him- 
self, who brought forward this motion, as he had 
told them, when the subject of fortification was 
under consideration, that if $115,000 were appro- 
priated, it would be necessary to have additional 
artillery to take care of the new forts; he should, 
therefore, to be consistent, withdraw his motion. 
The same gentleman had yesterday said, this corps 
would cost $400,000 a year; to-day he had said, 
three; but, Mr. S. said, he hada calculation, by 
which it appeared it would only cost $200,000. 

The gentleman last up had wished for informa- 
tion as to the stationing of the present corps. He 
had in his hand a letter from the Secretary of 
War to the chairman of the select committee of 
the Senate, who reported this bill. [He read it; 
from which it appeared that there were 350 privates 
at different forts on the Atlantic, and the remainder 
on the Western frontier.} These 350 men were 
said to be necessary to keep ‘the garrisons in repair, 
and that no part of the men on the Western fron- 
tier could be detached from thence, as it was prob- 
ably their presence which’ prevented a war on the: 
frontier from ‘Tennessee to Georgia: To- show 
the necessity of force-on the frontier, Mr. S. read 
a letter and affidavits from Louisville, giving an 
account of a murder and other disorders commit- 
ted by the Indians. seg os 


Before the late reduction, Mr. S. said, the num- 
ber of the privates in our establishment was 4,980, 
and when the 832 additional men proposed to be 
raised, were added to the present establishment, it 
would be less by 1,132 men than it then was. He 
hoped, therefore, they would go into a Committee 


| of the Whole, and finally agree to the bill, as he 


wished not only to have men now to keep the 
works in repair, but to use the guns if there should 
be occasion. 

Mr. Nicuotas observed, that two reasons were 
given by the Secretary of War for this additional 
corps ; one was, that there were not men enough 
to keep the works in repair ; the other was, that it 
was necessary to have men to use the guns, if ne- 


| cessary. With respect to the money voted yes- 


terday for fortifications, he understood it was in- 
tended to be expended on the forts already built, 
and not that new ones should be built. When- 
these forts were first erected, nothing more was 
contemplated than putting so many men into 
them as would be able to keep them in repair. 
They were built in populous parts of the country, 
and if they were attacked, the inhabitants would 
be ready to protect them. The militia of New 
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, he doubted 
not, in case of danger, would flock to defend their 
fortifications. 

Mr. N. read a letter of the Secretary of War in 
January last, in which he mentioned that the for- 
tifications were generally in a good state, excepta 
few on which the ravages of time had made some 
inroads, and which would require $4,000 to re- 
pair. He thought this account and the present 
were at variance. He wished the Secretary of 
War had said (and if he meant to give informa- 
tion to the House, he ought to have said it) how 
many men were in this regiment; because, if it 
were full, 550 artillerists would be on the West- 
ern frontiers, which he could not believe were ne- 
cessary. He believed the truth was, the regiment 
was not more than two-thirds full. Mr. N. de- 
nied that our establishment would be less by 1,132 
men, if this corps was added; for though the es- 
tablishment had appeared larger on paper, it had 
never, in fact, exceeded 3,000 or 3,500 men. He 
believed there had not been any actual reduction 
of men. Nor did he believe the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was far wrong when he estimated 
the proposed new regiment at an expense of 
$400,000 per year, as the constant annual expense 
of the establishment was from twelve to fifteen 
hundred thousand dollars. When measures of 
this kind were proposed, they were persuaded they 
would cost nothing; but when they were gone 
into, the expense was found constantly to increase. 
He hoped they should not go into a Committee of 
the Whole: 

‘Mr. Brooxs thought it was first necessary. to 
inquire whether these additional men were neces» 
sary. He thought the vote of yesterday conveyed 
some idea of. danger, and if defence was. necessa- 
ry; it-must-be allowed: that’ forts. without artille- 


Tits ‘would do no good; but gentlemen seermed:to 
. go upon an idea that there was no danger.” He» 
thought differently, and he believed a majority: of 
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the House thought so. He denied that militia- | 
men would be proper to be placed in these fortifi- ! 
cations, and asked gentlemen how they could an- 
swer to their constituents, if they went away with- | 
out doing anything, and an attack should be made i 
upon our coast? He thought nothing had taken | 
place in Europe which placed us in a better situ- | 
ation; but that we, on the contrary, should be, 
doubly vigilant. He trusted they should not be | 
lulled to sleep by fair representations. He was for i 
going into a Committee of the Whole. | 

Mr. Varnum supposed the gentleman last up| 
had received some new information, since he put | 
his negative to the bill providing for the fortify- 
ing of our ports. What that information might 
be he could not tell. He had received none. The 
gentleman from South Carolina had, indeed, read 
some papers giving an account of a murder on the 
frontier by the Indians, and of a woman firing at 
them. But was this a sufficient reason for raising 
a fresh regiment of artillerists? He believed not. 
They sometimes heard of murders amongst civil- 
ized people, and there were modes of punishment 
without the aid of military force. He believed 
when the present regiment of artillerists was full, 
there would be men sufficient for every purpose. 
The measures of gentlemen, Mr. V. said, went to 
a destruction of national credit, by pushing every 
expensive object they could lay hold of. The 
United States had pledged themselves to make 
good eee ee at certain periods; he thought 
those should be first satisfied, and then, if there 
were any surplus, gentlemen might, perhaps, be 
indulged in a favorite measure. If, indeed, there 
was any foundation for what had fallen from the 
gentleman from, Connecticut, that we were on the 
eve of a war, then, instead of 900, it would be ne- 
cessary to raise 150,000 men; or if we were to 
declare war upon France, in case she did certain 
‘things. He did not, however, believe that gentle- 
man’s doctrine. 

It was time, Mr. V. said, that the sense of the | 
people should be expressed to the President of the | 
United States in favor of peace, that no irritable 
measures might be taken. He did not believe 
there was any danger of war, except from provo- 
cative measures on our part. Mr. V. concluded | 
by saying, he hoped the bill would not be com- 
mitted. 

Mr.. McDowe 1 was against going into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, because additional men were | 
unnecessary for the peace establishment; and ifi 
war was contemplated, they would be wholly in- | 
adequate. Militia, he said, were the proper de- 
fence.of..this country—he deprecated the idea of a 
standing army, which was the constant attendant | 
upon despotic Governments. 

- Mr. Harper said, if the bill were to be rejected, | 
he thought it ought first to undergo a discussion in 

a Committee.of the Whole. Did the gentleman i 
from Pennsylvania shrink from all examination | 
of: the.principles of this bill? Or was it because i 
he was unwilling his negative should stand against | 
it? If-he were not, he thought he ought not to | 
endeavor, by a side-wind, to throw itout. Why, 

said Mr. H; was the bill passed for fortifying the | 


a hero; he trusted they should all act like heroes 


ports of the United States, if men were not to be 
putin them? They would be useless, and their 
conduct. would appear ludicrous and absurd. He 
could account for this mode of acting in gentle- 
men who had determined to do nothing for the 
defence of the country, but for gentlemen who 
voted for fortifying, he could not discover their 
consistency in being opposed to this measure. 

Gentlemen could not be serious in supposing 
that the liberty of this country would be endan- 
gered by 900 additional men. In expressing an 
opinion of this kind, they showed a low opinion 
of their constituents. Gentlemen had frequently 
argued as if we were to hold our liberties at the 
will of the French nation, but he could not have 
supposed they would have expressed a fear of this 
kind. 

But if there were danger, gentlemen said, the 
measure would not be effected. It could not be 
supposed that these men were to protect the coun- 
try against invasion ; no, they were to protect our 
seaports against the attacks of privateers and pi- 
rates. Some gentlemen say appearances are flat- 
tering, and that there is no apprehension of dan- 
ger. The gentleman from Massachusetts said we 
were threatened with war, and submission could 
only secure us in peace; so that we were to lay 
ourselves at the mercy of an offended foreigner, 
and say, “ We have heat very wrong, and beg 
that you will spare us.” He attributed all this to 
a wish to prevent measures of defence from being 
taken; for, in one way or other, every defensive 
operation was opposed. On the contrary, he wish- 
ed to show a spirit to repel the injuries we have 
received, by putting arms into our hands, and say- 
ing, “We mean to do justice, but to repel attack;” 
nor could he see any cause of offence in a conduct ` 
of this kind. ` 

Mr. Suzparp said, if these men were not raised, 
many of the fortifications would be useless, and 
denied that putting our ports and harborsin a state 
of defence could give just cause of offence to the. 
French. He said the plan of fortifications was 
originally laid out upon too large a scale, and 
would not allow that militia could be used to ad- 
vantage in fortifications. ; 

Mr. Gives did not believe that these men were ` 
raised with a view to any present danger, but that. 
advantage had been taken of this season of alarm 
to increase our Military Establishment; he was, 
therefore, against it, because he believed the pre- 
sent establishment too large by one-half. Gentle- 
men, he said, had been charged with taking hu- 
miliating measures; but he thought it was more 
humiliating to take a measure of this kind, on the 
ground of danger, than to oppose it, from a con- 
viction that it was meant to increase the peace 
establishment. The gentleman last up spoke like 


: 


when danger was at hand; but at the distanee he 
now thought it, he saw no use in the gentleman’s. 
vaunting. 2 

If this bill passed, he said, there would be a n 
cessity for going into a system of taxation... Th 
$115,000 voted yesterday, he believed, might. be: 
got out of the present revenue; but. if they went: 
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any further, taxes must be laid to meet the ex-.| Carolina, (Mr. Harper,) was conclusive with him 
pense. for not wishing to go into this subject. He stated 
Mr. Dana said, the question was, whether any | there was only a surplus of thirty or forty thou- 
part of the bill before them was proper to be adopt- | sand dollars of revenue, (though he was of a dif- 
ed. He thought, as it was a bill of an important | ferent opinion.) and this object would require at 
nature, and being sent to them from the Senate, | least three hundred thousand dollars. 
they should at least go into a discussion of it. It, Granting, however, the danger to be possible, 
had been said, this measure was intended for a| which he did, he would ask whether the present 
peace establishment; if it were proper fora peace | measure was calculated to repel the danger? He 
establishment, it could not be less prop-r for us | believed not; but, on the contrary, that it was cal- 
in our present situation. But it was said to bein- | culated to weaken the Union. The danger appre- 
adequate to resist the attacks of a foreign nation ; | hended was war; but he did not believe that those 


so that gentlemen would have no force, except an 
efficient one. He believed we had not more ar- 
tillery in our Revolutionary war than we should 
have if this regiment was raised; and as the gen- 
tleman had given no reason why he thought half i 
our present establishment would be sufficient, he 
would excuse him if he thought differently. 

Mr. D. did not think the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was warranted in his expectations, from 
the present situation of Europe. He thought 
the refusal to honor American passports was 
alarming. 

Mr. Krirrera said, when they first met, it was 
pretty generally believed that it was necessary to 
put the country in a state of defence. This bill 
‘went to that end. He had two reason for wishing 
the measure to be discussed ; one was because the 
Senate had thought the business sufficiently im- 
portant to pass a bill upon it. 

Mr. S. Smıru had not determined how he 
should vote upon this question. The present 
corps of artillery, he said, was raised when the 
country was threatened by Great Britain, when 
the Indians were at wdr with us, and when the 
Governor of Canada had given us reason to ex- 
pect a war. It was then thought necessary to 
erect fortifications, and an additional regiment of 


who feared war, expected an invasion; and if not, 
the present measure was not calculated to meet the 
danger. To defend the seacoast, the inhabitants 
must man their forts, and upon their own exer- 
tions their safety must depend. He supposed, if 
‘war was made upon us, it would be in that part in 
which we were vulnerable. The attacks of any 
foreign Powers would be upon our trade. The 
United States were impregnable to the attack of 
any foreign nation; they had, ten or fifteen years 
ago, resisted those of a more powerful nation, with 
respect to naval force, than the one about which 
we were now alarmed; when the population was 
much less, and much less compact, and when. the 
Government was very imperfect. He therefore 
looked upon any fear of aninvasion as groundless; 
and if it were attacks upon our commerce which 
were apprehended a new regiment of artillery 
could have no effect. The operation of such at- 
tacks would fall upon our merchants and upon our 
revenue. Every additional expense, therefore, not 
calculated to repel the danger, diminishes our 
means for repelling it in the proper way, which 
would be by means of frigates, galleys, and ves- 
sels of every description. 

Mr. GALLATIN said, when he brought this mo- 
tion before the House, it was not, as had been 


artillery was raised, to what was already in being, | stated, to get rid of the subject by a side-wind. 
which made a corps of nine hundred and ninety | They had been three days upon a bill of small 
men: These were thought sufficient. Since that | importance when compared with this, in proposing 
time, peace had been made with the Indians, and | and rejecting amendments, and he thought it 
we have got possession of the posts from the! would save time to determine at once upon the 
British. These required a few artillerists. He | principle of the bill. He justified the measure as 
wished the Secretary of War to show how many | parliamentary. If he could have conceived it 
men’ were stationed at each of these posts. He | would have occasioned so long a debate, he be- 
believed the number which was said to be on the | lieved he should not have made it; and if there 
Atlantic frontier was sufficient to guard the forts, | was any one man in the House who would say he 
and artillery were always excused from labor. It | had not made up his mind on the subject, he would 
had been said that militia could not be employed, | withdraw his motion. 

because unskilled in the business, but he said the! In relation to the principle of the bill, it had 
laborious part of artillery could be taught in a few | been observed that he said yesterday, that if the 
days. For want of the information he had al- | $115,000 were agreed to, this bill must also be 
tuded to, he was a little.at-a loss in the business; | agreed to. It was true he had read the letter of 


but when the late President, (a military man,) had | 
thought the present. artillery sufficient for that 
season, he could not help believing they were for 
the present time. : F 

- With respect to American. passports being an- 
nulled by France: there were vessels passing 
from different parts with. counterfeit’ passports, 
which, by mistake, some: of. our Consuls might 
have countersigned:. It did not relate to sea letters 
from this country. ; ie 

An argument. of the gentleman 


l from South 


the Seeretary of War on the subject, and predicted 
that if the sum was agreed to, it would be brought 
for an argument for agreeing to additional artil- 
lery; and the event. showed that he was right. 

- With respect to our present situation from. the 
late transactions in Europe, he should say nothing. 


-It was mere matter of opinion, which operated 


differently on different minds, according to their 
habits of thinking; or. perhaps their prejudices. 
Nothing could astonish him in this respect after 
what- he had heard in this House. cae 
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He believed, with the the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, that this was not a war measure, but merely 
an attempt to increase the army establishment, 
which: had always been a favorite object with 
those gentlemen who seemed to claim an exclu- 
sive right of supporting Government; and yet he 
knew nothing which weakened it more. He was 
not afraid of troops impairing the liberty of the 
people of the United States; but he believed 
nothing tended more to weaken the hands of Gov- 
ernment than the want of money. and nothing 
consumed so much of it as large military establish- 
ments. That the Secretary of War should wish 
to increase the establishment, he did not much 
wonder at; it was natural that he should do so; 
but his opinion ought not to guide them. Mr. Œ 
concluded by saying, that if it were necessary to 
have this additional number of men for the pur- 
pose of having them trained in the artillery busi- 
ness, he had no objection, if the same number was 
lopped. off the infantry. 

Mr. Auen said, he should avail himself of the 
liberty the gentleman who had just sat down had 
offered ; for he owned he was not ready to vote 
upon the question. He wished to have some infor- 
mation from the War Department, which he 
would move for, if the motion was withdrawn. 
“Mr. Gartain withdrew his motion. 

Mr. Auten proposed the follwing resolution, 
which was agreed to, after some few observations: 
" “ Resolved, That the Secretary of the War Depart- 
ment be directed to lay before this House an account 
of ‘the’number of artillerists in actual service, and of the 
posts and places at which they are stationed.” 


Sarurpay, June 17. 


A. bill was reported forbidding citizens of the 
United. States from entering into the service of 
any foreign Prince or State in a state of war, 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday. 


STAMP DUTIES, 


Mr. W. Smita, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill for laying a stamp duty 
on vellum, parchment, and paper, viz: 


For a license to practice as a counsellor, attorney, 
&c.;-five dollars. 

For every grant, or letters patent, four dollars. 

For every exemplification or certified copy of letters- 
patent, two dollars. 

- For every receipt or discharge for any legacy of fifty 
dollars and nöt more than one hundred dollars, twenty- 
five cents; above one hundred and not more than five 
hundred. dollars, fifty. cents; and -for every additional 
“five hundred dollars, one dollar; but not to extend to 
legacies left to a-wife, children, or grandchildren. 

For every policy. of insurance of vessels.or goods 
from. one district of the United States to another, twen- 
ty-five cents... 0 2 f 

For every such policy of insurance to a foreign port, 
for a sum not exceeding five hundred dollars, twenty- 


five cents; .if it exceeds five- hundred: dollars, one: 


dollar. ; : : eae : : 
` For every. exemplification, of what. nature: soever, 
fifty cents. i i 


For every bond, bill, or note, (except the note of the 
chartered banks which -may be now or hereafter in ex- 
istence,) not exceeding one hundred dollars, ten cents; 
above one hundred dollars, and not exceeding five hun- 
dred dollars, twenty-five cents ; above five hundred dol- 
lars, and not exceeding one thousand dollars, fifty cents 5, 
above one thousand dollars, seventy-five cents. (If pay~ 
able within sixty days, they will be chargeable with only: 
two-fifths of these duties.) 

For every protest of a note, twenty-five cents. 

For every letter of attorney, twenty-five cents, 

For every certificate or debenture, for drawing back 
any duty on the re-shipping of goods, one dollar. 

For every note or bill of lading, for goods from one 
district to another, within the United States, (not in the 
same State,) ten cents. 

For ditto to a foreign port, twenty-five cents, 

For every inventory or catalogue of furniture, goods, 
or effects, in any case required by law, (except in the 
case of distraining for rent, or an execution,) fifty cents.. 

For every certificate of a share or shares in the Bank 
of the United States, or other bank, ten cents. 


The bill was twice read, and ordered to be com- 
mitted toa Committee of the Whole on Monday. 


DETACHMENT OF MILITIA. 


Mr. McDowe t, from the committee appointed 
for the purpose, reported a bill directing a detach- 
ment of the militia of the United States in the 
following proportions : 


Tennessee - ~ - - - 750 
Georgia - - - ~- - 1510 
South Carolina ~- - = =- 4,530 
North Carolina - = = = 7550 

Kentucky - = = 1510 
| Virginia - = c = = 9 = 14,340 
Maryland - + = =- + 6,040 
Delaware - - - - - 750 
Pennsylvania - - - -  - 9,810 
New Jersey - - - - =- 1,770 
New York - - - - - 7,550 
Vermont - = - - - 1,510 
Connecticut - - - - = 5280 
Rhode Island - - =- = = 1,510 
Massachusetts - - - - - 10,570 
New Hampshire - - =- =~ 3,020 
Total = - - - - 80,000 


The bill was twice read, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole on Monday. 


PURCHASE OF ARMS. 


Mr. Buount wished the House to go into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| upon the resolution which he laid upon the table 
some days ago, authorizing the President to pur- 
chase a certain quantity of arms. 
Mr. W. Smitu suggested the propriety of re- 
ferring the matter to a select committee, as there 
might be matter connected with the inquiry made, 
which might not be proper to be made public: an 
inquiry respecting the quantity of arms in the pos 
session of the United States, and where lodged, 
was somewhat of a delicate nature.  If-it-was re~ 
ferred to a select committee, they could determine: 
upon the propriety of making the subject-public. 


- 
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It was agreed to be referred to a committee, and 
a committee of five was accordingly appointed. 
SITE FOR NAVY-YARD, &c. 


Mr. Harper laid two resolutions upon the table 
to the following effect: 

“ Resolved, That provision ought to be made to au- 
thorize the President of the United States to fix upon 
a proper place as a site for a naval yard for the use of 
the United States.” 

“ Resolved, That provision ought to be made for en- 
abling the President of the United States to secure a 
proper quantity of live oak for the purposes of ship 
building, with the land upon which the same is grow- 
ing.” 
an SHIPS’ REGISTERS. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill restricting the registering of vessels in 
cases where they have been taken and purchased 
in the United States, by others than the former 
owners. The committee reported the bill without 
amendment, and it was engrossed for a third read- 
ing. It afterwards received its third reading, and 

assed. 
ý JAGENTS FOR BRITISH DEBTS. 


The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill for appointing agents, under the direc- 
tion of the Attorney General, for assisting to carry 
into effect the sixth article of the British Treaty, 
with respect to the British debts. A good deal 
of conversation took place as to the nature of these 
agents, the manner in which they should act, and 
what would be a proper compensation for them. 
At ae it was agreed that the blank for a sum 
to enable the President to appoint such agents as 
he should see necessary, should be filled up with 
ten thousand dollars; that for a salary for the 
principal agents to reside at Philadelphia, two 
thousand dollars; and an additional salary of six 
hundred dollars to the Attorney General, on ac- 
count of the extra business which this concern 
would lay upon him. 

The committee rose, the House agreed to the 
amendments, and ordered the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading on Monday. 

DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr. W. Surry, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following resolution, viz: 

«“ Resolved, That there be laid on salt imported into 
the United States, an additional duty of thirteen cents 
per bushel.” 

The resolution was twice read; and upon the 
question for Committee of the Whole being put, 
it was carried—there being 49 votes in favor of 
it. On Monday being named for the day on which 
to make it the order, Mr. Macon moved to make 
it the order.for the first Monday in November; 
which was negatived, and Monday next agreed 
to. i 

; ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. GartLarin laid the following resolution 
upon the table: 

“ Resolved; That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, be authorized 
to close the present. session, by adjourning their respec- 
tive Houses on the 24th of this month.” ; 


Monpay. June 19, 


A communication from the Department of War, 
enclosing a report in pursuance of the resolution 
of the House of the 16th instant, of the number 


of artillerists and engineers in the actual service 


of the United States, wasread. It states the whole 
number of men to exceed eight hundred and sev- 
enty, but to fall short of nine hundred and ninety- 
two, the full complement. They are said to be 
stationed as follows: 


At Oswego, Niagara, Detroit, Michilimack- 
inac, Presqu’lsle, on the Mississippi, and lass 
in the S. W. Territory, - = - 
At West Point - - - - - 105 
At New York ee č = č o 60 
At Philadelphia and Mud Island - - 90 
At Baltimore - - - - - 59 
At Norfolk Ž - - - - - - 56 
At a Fort in North Carolina - - 6 
At Charleston - - - - - 62 
Total - - - 876 


This report was committed to the Committee 
of the Whole, to whom was committed the bill 
providing for an additional regiment of artillerists. 

Mr. PARKER moved that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill respecting the manning of the fri- 
gates, and the bill from the Senate for the protec- 
tion of the trade of the United States, in order 
that they might be referred to a select committee, 
to incorporate the different subjects together. 

Several objections were urged to this proposi- 
tion, and the sense of the House being first taken 
upon discharging the Committee of the Whole 
from the bill from the Senate, which was nega- 
tived, only 27 votes being in favor of it, Mr. P. 
declined taking the sense of the House on dis- 
charging the others. 

The bill directing the appointment of agents 
for assisting in carrying into effect the 6th article 
of the British Treaty, was read the third time 
and passed. 


COLLECTION OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. W. Samira, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill to provide more effect- 
ually for the collection of certain internal revenue, 
which was twice read; but, on the motion being 
made for committing it to a Committee of the 
Whole on Monday next, 

Mr. GALLATIN moved that this bill be made the 
order of the day for the first Monday in Novem- 
ber. He said it had been two years before the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and though the 
regulations might be good, yet they were mere 
petty details, (and he thought if there were time 
for it they might be made better,) without which 
they had done hitherto, and if they took this bill 
up. he knew of none which could be proposed, 
which’ they might not also enter upon with as 
much propriety. .He wished to confine: their: at- 
tention to business immediately connected with 
the subject upon which they. were called together. 

‘Mr. W. Samira wished. the gentleman had “de- 
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ferred his motion till the bill had been printed. 
The gentleman himself had acknowledged that 
there were many valuable provisions in it, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury had informed him 
that many of them were necessary to secure a 
due collection of the revenue. Gentlemen must 
be convinced that an increase of revenue will be 
necessary; and if additional revenue could be 
raised by a modification of this kind, it would cer- 
tainly be preferable to laying new duties. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, who was never 
very ready to lay a new tax, surely could not 
object to this. 

Mr. Gites supposed the decision upon this 
question would determine whether they should go 
home soon, or sit there the whole Summer. As it 
was in no wise connected with the call of the pre- 
sent session, he trusted it would be postponed. 

Mr. Krrrera did not know but it might be 

roper to postpone the business, but he hoped the 
ill would be printed. 

Mr. Brooxs was against the postponement. 
He thought if it would be the means of raising 
revenue, it was closely connected with the busi- 
ness of the present session. 

The question for a postponement was put and 
negatived, there being 41 votes for it, and 48 
against it. 

“The bill was then committed for Wednesday 
next, 

ADDITIONAL ARTILLERY. 


Mr. Gixes wished to go into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for raising an additional regi- 
ment of artillery; for though the report received 
this morning from the Secretary of War was not 
printed, being short, he thought that that could not 
orm. an objection; and he wished to see as soon 
as possible what the House meant to do. 

Mr. W. Smiru opposed the motion. He trusted 
the subject would be deferred till to-morrow, that 
the report received this morning have time to be 
printed. i 

“Mr. Gites withdrew his motion, and called up 
the report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
proposing to lay an. additional duty of 13 cents 
per bushel:on salt imported. 


a DUTY ON SALT. 


~The House accordingly went into a Committee 
of. the Whole on that subject, and the resolution 
having been read— 

„Mr. Gatsatin moved that the committee might 
rise 

Mr. Lyon said he should be sorry if the com- 
mittee were to rise without any objection being 
made to a proposition so unreasonable and unjust. 
A tax ofthis kind would bear particularly hard 
upon the country from whence he came; and that 
for every quarter. dollar of duty which was paid, 
they should ‘have three quarters of a dollar to pay 
when the salt reached them.. He trusted it would 
not be:earried. 

“Mr. Witttams wished: the gentleman had 
moved to make the proposed:advance less than 13: 
cents. - As there was nö probability that a land 
tax would be laid, he should give is consent to 


this; if a land tax had been agreed to, he should 
have opposed a salt tax. He thought, however, 
13 cents a bushel too much. It was calculated to 
raise 300,000 dollars. Every one allowed it was 
a safe tax. As far as salt was consumed by fami- 
lies, it was a poll tax; but as to what was con- 
sumed by cattle, it was a tax upon agriculture. 
What cost half a dollar at New York, cost where 
he lived, two and a half dollars. A common 
farmer, with about 100 acres of land, did not use 
less than 10 or 12 bushels of salt. He, therefore, 
paid five dollars tax upon a single article. Yet 
they were sometimes told farmers paid no taxes, 
He wished a part of this tax to be laid upon some 
other article. He moved, therefore, to strike out 
“thirteen cents,” and insert “seven.” 

This motion not meeting with a second, the 
question was taken upon the resolution, end nega- 
tived—48 to 42. 

The committee then rose, and the House took 
up the resolution and confirmed the negative 
46 to 44. 


DETACHMENT OF MILITIA. 


The House then went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill directing a detachment from the 
militia of the United States. 

Some observations were made as to the propor- 
tioning of men to each State, which it seems was 
made according to the number of white inhabi- 
tants and three-fifths of the blacks. This was 
objected to, and it was agreed to be left blank 
until the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. Williams wished to make the calling out 
of this detachment discretionary with the Presi- 
dent. He therefore moved to add, where the bill 
speaks of organizing 80,000 men, “if any subse- 
quent measures shall, in his opinion, make it 
necessary during the recess of Congress.” 

The motion was put and negatived. 


Mr. BLounr moved, instead of the words “as © 


soon as may be,” (which related to the calling out 
of the men,) “at such time as the President may 
think necessary.” 

Mr. SKINNER hoped this amendment would be 
agreed to. The expense of calling out this de- 
tachment in Massachusetts would not be less than 
$200,000 ; and he could not see any objection to 
leaving it to the President to judge of the pro- 
priety of putting the measure into execution. 

The question was put and carried—41 to 30. 

Mr. Sewauv said, though there might, in the 
opinion of the President, be a necessity for calling 
out a part of these men, there might not be occa- 
sion for calling out the whole. He, therefore, 
moved the following amendment, viz:. “or of 
any less number, which, in his opinion, the ser- 
vice may require.” 

Mr. Broun did not know the meaning of this 
motion, execpt it were an intention to save ex- 
pense, which it would not effect, as, if the detach- 


ment must be made, 8,000 men would cost as much.: 
organizing as 80,000. He thought we ought at all: 
‘times to have this portion of our militia ready for. . 


any. call that could be made, 
Mr. Sewa.t said his. intention was to save ex 
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pense. In 1794 he knew a great expense had been | danger of war, and at the same time think 80,000 
incurred in Massachusetts, and it had been in pro- | men too many to be held in readiness to defend the 
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portion to the number of men employed. 

Mr. Wiiiams observed that 80,000 men would 
be about one tenth of the whole militia of the Uni- | 
ted States; but if only one twentieth part was | 
wanted, little more than half the expense would | 
be incurred. ! 

Mr. Lyon was so far from agreeing to the preš- | 


! country. 

Mr. Saeparp thought the provision a good one. 

Mr. Blount observed that it had been said'that 
militiamen had only four dollars a month; a law 
was passed in 1795, he said, which raised their pay 
to $6 66. 

Mr. HartLey was in faver of holding 80,000 


ent amendment, that he should wish a clause in- men in readiness. This was done in 1794, and 
serted in the general militia law, always to have | though he did not think we had now so much 
this number in readiness. | reason to apprehend danger, yet he would wish to 
Mr. Varnum_ thought a law detaching a por- | be ina state of preparation. He had no objection 
tion of the militia would rather weaken than | to leaving the time of calling out the militia to the 
strengthen our force. If an enemy were to-land | President, but not the number. 
at any point, though it might be the peculiar duty; Mr. Dayron said if the situation of things jus- 
of the detachment to march torepel them, yet, asthe | tified the call for 80,000 men, he should be the last 
small number of these men at any one place would | to object to it; but he did not think it did. This 
probably be unequal to the repelling of an enemy, | act, he said, would operate unequally on different 
the whole body of the militia in that quarter would | States. The gentleman from North Carolina had 
at once turn out. Indeed, the whole ought al- | said it would be no inconvenience to his State; it 
ways to be ready to march at a moment’s warn- | would be very different in many other States. In 
ing. Though no money would be taken from the | New Jersey, as he had before stated, it would be 
Treasury in forming the contemplated detach- | felt very considerably. Men must have bounties, 
ment, it would, nevertheless, be attended with | and their pay made equal to the price of labor. 
eat expense. Men would not willingly turn out | There would not only be required anew organiza- 
or four dollars a month, when they could get fifteen | tion and classification, but also an inspection of 
for common labor. The difference would, there- | arms and accoutrements. He believed all this 
fore, fall upon the State. If there was necessity | would be done under this law, if it passed, in the 
for the measure, the case would be different, but | State of New Jersey, whatever might be the ex- 
he did not think there was any. f | pense and inconvenience it would put them to. If 
Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) agreed with the gen- | he thought there was any danger, he would not 
tleman from Massachusetts that the whole body | have objected to the measure. He did not, how- 
of the militia ought to be held in readiness, and | ever, think we should have a war; and, if suchan 
that the calling out of a detachment, instead of in- | event were to take place, he did not think there 
creasing our strength, would weaken it. He was | was a probability of an invasion. Our situation 
in favor of this amendment, because it left it with | in 1794, he said, was very different. We were 
the President to call out a smaller number. This | then not only depredated upon by the British at 


detachment, he affirmed, would be attended with | 
considerable expense. In New Jersey they would 
have to newly organize their corps, and to make | 
different classifications of them. Men would be | 
cast for by lot; there would be much loss of time, | 
and considerable sums would be paid for substitutes. 
Mr. D. said he was opposed to the principle of the 
bill, but as this amendment would make it less 
objectionable, he should vote for it. 


sea, but Lord Dorchester had issued his warlike 
proclamation; the Indians were counted, and had 
their tomahawks in their hands uplifted, and ready 
to strike. Believing, therefore, the measure to be 
unnecessary, and that it would operate unequally, he 
should vote for this amendment, which would 
| leave it with the President to detach such a num- 
| ber of men as he shall believe necessary. 


|! Mr. Macon was sorry any amendment had taken 


Mr. Biounr thought gentlemen did not seem to ! place, since he could not now move to strike out 
distinguish between calling men into service, and | thesfirst section of the bill, in order to see whether 
putting them into a state ready to obey a call. ; the House meant to pass the bill at all; for he was 

Mr. S. Smrra was in favor of the principle of | of opinion with the gentleman from New Jersey, 
the bill. Wherever an enemy might land, (he | that there was no occasion for it. He was certain 
spoke of an enemy landing, for though he did not ; that this business could not be carried into effect 
believe there was any danger of the kind, yet they | without expense. And if an invasion were to take 
had. been. called together to provide against such | place, only a few of these men could be drawn into 
an event.) he doubted not the militia would rise at | service. 
once in a body ; but they would go unprepared for The Cuarrmay said that if the sense of the 
staying out more than a few days. This detach- | committee was wished to be had as to the propri- 
ment, which would be prepared for the field, would | ety of passing the bill at all, it might be tried by 
accordingly be ready to relieve them as soon as they | moving that the committee rise. 


could be got together. He thought this a good ! 
provision; but, if 80,000 men were thought too | 


many, he should. not. object to its being made | rise. 


40,000. . 
Mr. Lyon was for letting the provision stand 


Mr. Wiitiams made that motion. 

Mr. BLoünT hoped the committee would not 
When he ‘offered the resolution to the 
House, he said he did not do it from the apprehen- 


sion of danger, but because he thought it was ne- 


for 80,000 men. It was preposterous to talk of the | cessary that such a number of men should always 
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be in readiness. There seemed, then, to be little 
difference of opinion, and he thought that the prin- 
ciple was at that time fairly tried. 

Mr. Sxryner hoped the committee would rise. 
It was well known that there was an alarm in the 
minds of the people with respect to war, and there 
could be no doubt, if this measure passed, it would 
be supposed there were serious apprehensions of 
war. Mr, S. again spoke of the expense. He had. 
besides, another objection to the passing of this bill. 
War had been apprehended by many. Officersand 
men were a good deal divided with respect to the 
relative situation of ourcountry. If this bill pass, 
they will speculate upon measures; they will go 
into discussions which will neither tend to 
strengthen the Government, nor increase good 
neighborhood. He hoped it would not pass. 

The question was put and negatived—40 to 29. 

Mr. Lyon thought 80,000 men would be suffi- 
cient to oppose any force that would be brought 
against us. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 

ment of Mr. SewaLL, and negatived, there being 
only 29 for it. 
.. Mr. Varnum moved to strike out the whole of 
the second section, which provided for “the offi- 
cering of the militia out of the present militia 
officers, or others, at the option of the Constitutional 
authority in each State.” Carried. 

He also moved to strike out, as unnecessary, the 
fifth section, which requested the President “ to call 
on the Executives of the several States to take the 
most effectual means that the whole of the militia, 
not comprised within the foregoing requisition, 
might be armed and equipped according to law.” 
Carried. 
~The committee rose; the House agreed to the 
amendments, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading to-morrow. 


GALLEYS FOR COAST DEFENCE. 


The House then went into Committee of the 
‘Whole on the bill authorizing the President of the 
United States, during the recess of Congress, to 
provide galleys, or other vessels, for certain pur- 
poses therein mentioned. 

Mr. Gites wished some information as to the 
number of vessels to be employed, in order that 
the expense might in some degree be ascertaihed. 

Mr. S. Smrrx said that the galleys were not to 
be purchased, and when they were got they were 
not fit‘to go to sea, but were suited merely to ri- 
vers and bays, Besides, if they were to be built, 
they could not be got ready before next April or 
May, at which time probably they might be unne- 
cessary, or vessels of a different kind wanted. He 
expected the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Paer- 
KER, the chairman of the select committee) would 
have been prepared. with a new section, in place 
of the galleys: He thought the frigates necessary ; 
che thought tenders. necessary: The new revenue 
cutters of the United: States, he said, were ready 
for sea. They might. be fitted out. manned, and 
put to sea in twenty days. This, he thought, would 
be the. best plan. He had no confidence in galleys; 
they did not like to face a large gun. He had had 


some experience with them, and he knew this was 
the case. 

Mr. Brooxs thought the words “other vessels” 
would cover any other that might be thought 
preferable to galleys. 

Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the bill. He had no opinion of galleys, 
and as to other vessels, he did not think they could 
be got. He did not think that merchant vessels 
were fit for vessels of war, and it was more ex- 
pense to make them so than they were worth 
when.made. The Government had ten revenue 
cutters, and were they properly armed and manned 
they would answer the purpose of convoys for 
our merchant vessels, or for the protection of our 
coasts, better than any other. He had seen two 
of them in this port, and the other eight could 
soon be got. When the bill came before them for 
the general naval equipment, he would propose 
a section in the place of the one he wished to have 
struck out. 

Mr. Sewa was against striking out. Though 
he agreed with gentlemen as to the cutters, he 
wished to give the President power to provide 
other vessels, if he should find it necessary. 

Mr. Parker was willing to go as far as any 
man in putting the country in a state of defence; 
but he was convinced the object of this bill would 
not have the effect. Rather than purchase he 
should advise the working up of the materials on 
hand; and he believed there was as much timber 
as would build two more frigates. He would 
willingly agree to increase our naval force ina 
proper manner, but not in a way which would be 
of no use. 

Mr. Hartiey wished for the committee to rise, 
thatthe bill from theSenatemight come unter con- 
sideration before this vote was taken. 

Mr. W. Smitu hoped the committee would 
rise without taking a question. . 

Mr. S. Smira was opposed to the committees 
rising. He thought this bill might be so amended 
as to answer the purpose, and if that could be 
done, he knew no reason why they should not 
do it. 

Mr. Dayron hoped the committee would rise 
for the reasons mentioned by the gentleman from 
Virginia; and that they should proceed to build 
another frigate as well as to arm the revenue cut- 
ters for the protection of our commerce, if by the 
returns which were expected, it should be found 
their advantage to do so. ` 

The committee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


ORGANIZING THE MILITIA. 


Mr. Varnum, from the committee appointed 
for the purpose, reported a bill for organizing and 
disciplining the militia of the United States; 
which having been twice read, : 

_ Mr. V. said this bill was almost verbatim with 
the bill which had been reported every session 
since the commencement of the Government, for 
a select corps of militia, and constantly rejected. 
Last session, after.it had been rejected, a new bill 
was reported as an amendment to the militia bill: 
He hoped, therefore, though he was upon the com- 
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mittee, that the House would reject this bill, and 
take into consideration the other bill which he 
had mentioned. 

Mr. Macon hoped the bill would not be re- 
jected. Similar bills, it was true, had been re- 
ported; but this was the first bill that ever con- 
tained a principle which it contains, viz: a classi- 
fication aecording to age. He thought it the best 
militia bill which had ever been brought before 
them. 

Without taking a question, the House adjourned. 


Tuespay, June 20. 


The bill for making a detachment of the militia, 
was read the third time, and the blanks filled up, 
fixing the number of men which each State should 
furnish, on the basis of the number of white in- 
habitants, as follows: ; 


Tennessee - - - - - 806 
Georgia - =- - - - 1,334 
South Carolina - - - - 3,535 
North Carolina - = = - 7268 
Kentucky -=o - - 1,642 
Virginia - -> -= = = 11,150 
Maryland - žá- - - - 5262 
Delaware - - - - - 41,168 
Pennsylvania - - - - - 10,696 
New Jersey - - - - - 4,286 
New York - - - - = 7,928 
Connecticut - - - - - 5,860 
Rhode Island - - - - - 1,626 
Massachusetts - - - - 11,836 
New Hampshire - - - - 3,558 
Vermont - 6 = = = 2,150 

Total - - -  - 80,000 


Mr. W. Situ, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill laying a duty on 
licenses for the sale of wines by retail, and also 
foreign distilled spirits; which was twice read, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Thursday. 


ADDITIONAL ARTILLERY. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill for raising an addi- 
tional corps of artillery; when 

Mr. S. Smr took a pretty extensive view of 
the subject, and-noticing the men reported to be 
stationed at different places, insisted upon there 
being a sufficient number at every one, except at 
Wilmington, North Carolina. He wished the de- 
ficiency in the present regiment to be filled up, 
and then there. might be a supply sent to Rhode 
island, and any other place where they might be 
required. : T 

Mr. Gies moved: to strike out the first section 
of the bill) He thought the $300,000 proposed 
to be expended’on this object might be better dis- 
posed of in another way- : re 

Mr. W: Surry hoped the present motion would 
not prevail,-as it was intended to destroy the bill. 
He thought the President and Secretary of War 
having recommended the measure, and-one branch 


of the Legislature having passed a law upon the 
subject, they ought not to defeat the business in this 
way. He was surprised that the gentleman from 
Maryland should have been so decidedly opposed 
to it; since the other day he seemed undetermined 
on the subject. Hehad taken a view of the differ- 
ent posts, and declared them all well garrisoned, 
but he had taken no notice of places where there 
was not a single man. Mr. S. said it should be 
remembered that in the men calculated to be at 
each place, were included non-commissioned offi- 
cers and musicians; stripped of these, he made the 
whole number 350 men. The posts at which no 
men were stationed were, he said, Portland, in 
Maine, Portsmouth, N. H., Gloucester, Salem, 
Newport, R. L., New London, and Point Petre, at 
Savannah. ` 

The report of the Secretary of War, Mr. S. no- 
ticed. had represented these places as going to de- 
cay for want of being kept in repair. He noticed 
some objections urged against this measure on a 
former day. He denied that this could be called 
the skeleton of a regiment; it was nearly com- 
plete—as near as it could well be. None of the ar- 
tillery on the frontier could be safely drawn away. 
Our situation there was critical; and to take any 
men away, while the Spaniards were increasing 
their force, would operate to our disadvantage in 
the minds of the Indians. Mr. S. denied that the 
expense would be so great as had been said. Our 
situation, he said, was neither peace nor war, but 
a sort of intermediate state, which was far from 
being safe, and which required them to prepare 
for war. If gentlemen had not been of this opin- 
ion, why inerease our naval armament? He 
thought they contradicted themselves. He charged 
the gentleman from Maryland with having forgot 
the representation he had given on a former occa- 
sion with respect to the situation of the fortifica- 
tions at Baltimore, which he then said were not 
sufficient to keep off the cows. [Mr. S. Smirnu 
said he spoke only of the want of a fence.] This 
measure had been charged with being an increase 
of our peace establishment, and that the bill being 
for five years countenanced this idea. He denied 
that this was the case; and if the period were 
thought too long, it might be shortened. Gentle- 
men had also said, that advantage was taken of 
the impulse of the moment to pass this bill. But 
by what, he asked, had this impulse been occa- 
sioned, but from an idea of the danger of a war? 
And he thought the fears of the nation ought to 
be calmed, by taking such measures as the present. 

‘When an increase of the navy was under con- 
sideration, Mr. S. said, gentlemen exclaimed, leave 
trade to take care of itsclf, and let us attend to the 
internal defence of the country ; but now, when 
they were preparing for that, the same men say we 
are about to employ upon this object what ought 
to be employed for the protection of commerce. 
Mr. S. said, it was an error to say no taxes would 
be wanted, if this bill did not pass. There would 
be money in-that case wanting for manning the 
frigates, for arming the revenue cutters, for the 
diplomatic department, and for the expenses of this 
-session (not less than sixty or seventy thousand 
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dollars would be needed for the last item only.) 
for the payment of the agents appointed for assist- 
ing to carry into effect the sixth article of the 
British Treaty, &c., &c. So that that argument 
had no weight. It was said these men were un- 
necessary, because the militia were the proper de- 
fence ; but the President had not the power to call 
out the militia, except in cases of insurrection or 
invasion, so that an enemy might get possession 
of the posts before the militia were called out. 

Mr. S. concluded by saying, there were about 
thirty forts on the seacoast, and that these men 
distributed amongst them would only give four- 
teen to each, which would not be sufficient to pre- 
serve the guns from rust ; and, if this bill passed, 
there would only be forty-one for each fort. He 
submitted it to the committee, therefore, whether 
they ought to risk the safety of the country for the 
sake of 216,000 dollars? He trusted they would 
not. 

Mr. Sueparp opposed the motion. He thought 
it necessary, that men should be sent to those forts 
where there were none, to prevent them from go- 
ing to ruin. Instead of the number proposed to 
be raised, he thought two companies would be suf- 
ficient. He did not think the country in a safe 
state, and wished to make it, in some degree, more 
so. 

-Mr. Baupwin observed that, since the adoption 
of the Federal Government, the history of the 
military establishment had, in his judgment, been 
the most expensive and unfortunate part of its his- 
tory. It had commonly been so of all nations. 
He thought there was every inducement, from the 
experience of ourselves and others, to make as 
sparing a use of it as possible. The reasons hith- 
erto assigned for a military establishment, in this 
country, have been.a supposed unfriendly disposi- 
tion in foreign nations, and of the vast Indian 
tribes who bordered on our frontiers. These had 
been for several years the cause of great anxiety 
and expense ; they were all now happily removed 
by Treaties of Peace lately established. lt was 
his opinion, that on that event there was little or 
no cause left for any military establishment at all. 
He had been one of a committee last year who 
recommended a reduction of it, particularly a 
total reduction of the cavalry ; this recommenda- 
tion did not fully prevail, but his opinion was still 
the same. The reasons now urged for regular 
troops must be considered principally of a perma- 
nent nature, and for a peace establishment; the 
enlistment now proposed is for five years, he hoped 
it would not prevail; he hoped the establishment 
would.not be carried to any greater extent at this 
time. ` More money and more troops was apt to 
be an increasing passion, always attending large 
delegations of power; collect money to raise ar- 
mies, and raise armies to collect money, has been 
a wheel of fortune tò them, and a wheel of rack 
to their subjects. He hoped this. country would 
form-an exception, and show that some of the 
miseries of the world were not the inseparable con- 
dition of man. It was the professed object and 
principle of our Revolution ; none of its. friends 
can advocate a standing. army. The special rea- 


sons urged, of their being necessary to keep peace 
with the Indian nations on the frontiers, or for the 
forts on the seacoast, he thought had not great 


‘force; the number or extent of the forts is not to 


be increased ; in a finished state they would re- 
quire fewer troops to manthem. There had al- 
ways been a frontier, and large nations of Indians 
bordering upon it, ever since the settlement of the 
country; there is, therefore, nothing new in our 
situation in that respect, to urge it more than for- 
merly ; that there should be some confusion and 
disorder from that cause had always appeared un- 
avoidable, but regular troops had not been found 
by experience to be thé most ready or most useful 
relief. He believed things must go on pretty much 
as they had, and that establishing the civil gov- 
ernment was all that could be done in the case, 
He thought the fifty companies now in service 
would be sufficient for all purposes, and that the 
new regiment now proposed would be unnecessary. 

Mr. Witttams thought the report which they 
had reeeived from the War Office did not go far 
enough. Besides the artillery, we had four battal- 
ions of infantry, which must be somewhere in gar- 
rison. He thought the present number of artiller 
was sufficient, being the same as in 1794, especial- 
ly since artillery neither erected forts nor kept 
them in repair. He wished the 122 deficient men 
to be raised and sent to Georgia, and places east of 
New York. Indeed, it would appear extraordina- 
ry, if, after voting 150,000 dollars for fortifications, 
they should vote, at least 250,000 dollars for men 
to take care of them. He did not think it would. 
be prudent at present to go into the measure, since 
he did not believe any danger was now to be ap- 
prehended, and as they did not know where the 
money was to come from. He did not wish to go 
on increasing the debt, and he saw little chance of 
raising fresh revenue. We had at present, he said, 
a greater proportion of artillery, than any other 
nation; having sixteen companies of artillery to 
thirty-two of infantry. If more troops were ne- 
cessary, let such be raised as would be most useful. 
They had received a bill from the Senate for rais- 
ing a provisional army; when that came before 
them, he should give it his vote. 

Mr. Swanwick thought that, by raising these 
men, they would increase the danger which they 
wished to avoid. They apprehended an attack .. 
from a foreign nation, and to guard against any 
possible injury they were to go to expense, andb 
that means increase our national debt, from whic 
he thought we had the greatest danger to fear, 
since they saw the difficulty attending the raising 
of any additional revenue. He called the atten- 
tion of the House to a-situation of things not 
much unlike our own. The French nation had 
many regiments on their seacoast, and had been 
long making great preparations, as if with a view of: 
invading Great Britain. In consequence, the Brit- =: 
ish have expended large sums in fortifying and > 
putting the island in a good state of defence; and, 
though, perhaps, the French never seriously in-~ 
tended to invade that country, yet the appearance 
of it had probably occasioned greater embarrass- 


ment, from causing these great expenses, and the = 
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consequent derangement in the finances of the 
country, than if an invasion had really taken place. 

Mr. Š. reprobated the idea of defending the 
country against an invasion by two regiments of 
artillery. The militia, he said, would be the proper 
defence in such a case; but, he trusted the com- 
missioners appointed for the purpose would speed- 
ily settle all the differences between the two coun- 
tries. 

Mr. S. spoke of a very serious statement which 
they had received the other day from the Secreta- 
ry of the Treasury, which did not seem to call for 
additional expense, but for additional revenue. It 
appeared by that document that there was due 
from the Government to the Bank of the United 
States. four millions seven hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars. Yet they were told these expenses 
must be gone into, and money borrowed, whatever 
the interest might be. In common life, he believ- 
ed, ifa man was pressed for money, it was ac- 
counted a prudent thing to retrench his expenses. 
He supposed the same rule ought to hold good 
with respect to Government. 

But it was said, if these men were not raised, 
privateers would come into our ports, and insult 
our citizens. Had there been anything during the 
present European war, which could justify such 
an apprehension? He thought not. He did not 
know a single instance of insult, except that of 
the British Ambassador, at Rhode Island, because 
some officers were not released. As to any inva- 
sion taking place, he had no idea of it; but if it 
were to happen, militia would be the best defence, 
and no expense would be incurred, except there 
was a necessity; but if artillerists were raised. the 
expense would be certain. i 

Mr. Harriey was against striking out the first 
section; for, though he did not think 950 addi- 
tional artillery were necessary, he thought there 
was a necessity for some. and also for an increase 
of the infantry. He thought 4,000 men necessary 
for a peace establishment., as it would be very in- 
convenient to march militia from one end of the 
Union to the other. He did not wish to go into 
excess. but he wished the force to be efficient. He 
knew there must be an increase of taxes; he was 
for a land tax and wished to go immediately into it. 

Mr. Brooks said, if he believed there was no 
danger. he should agree with gentlemen that there 
would be no occasion for these men; but thinking 
our situation in no degree improved by the late 
events in Europe. he should vote for raising the 
proposed regiment. The objection of expense 
would go against every measure. As there was 
no certainty of our Ambassadors being able to 
settle our. dispute with France, they ought, he 
said, like “wise men, to foresee, and prevent the 
evil.” He was afraid gentlemen were in a pro- 
found sleep, and would not wake till it was too late. 

Mr. S. Smirnu said that the report from the 
Secretary of War had confirmed his opinion with 
respect to this measure. The gentleman from 
South Carolina had spoken of a number of forts 
which had been thought of in-1794,. but which 
had since been given up... With respect io non- 


commissioned . officers, which that- gentleman: 


seemed to think should be deducted from the 
number of men. they were the life of the artillery 
service, and the musicians were few. To show 
that the present number of men would be suffi- 
cient, he stated the following as being a proper 
number for each place, viz: West Point 60, New 
York 60, Mud Island 60, Baltimore 50, Norfolk 
50, Wilmington, N. C. 30, Charleston 60, Sa- 
vannah 30, Newport 60, Portland 30, Portsmouth 
30, Point Petre (Georgia) 30, Western Posts 412— 
total 992. 

Mr. S. accused the gentleman from South 
Carolina with winding and turning his argu- 
ments into every possible form; but he was cer- 
tain, notwithstanding what the gentleman had 
said to the contrary, that the present men were 
equal to all the service they had to perform. He 
believed there were militia well trained to the use 
of artillery; there were two companies at Balti- 
more; one he had with him on the Western expe- 
dition; he believed the militia at Charleston was 
equally well trained. He wished the subject to 
be postponed till the next session. 

Mr. Gites was not of opinion with the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, that because the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of War had recommended 
the raising of these men, they should adopt the 
plan; indeed the Senate proposed to raise only 
half of what the Secretary recommended. He 
trusted they should think for themselves. 

Mr. G. did not think the strength of the country 
depended on 4,000 artillery; he looked upon mili- 
tary establishments as a sort of factitious strength, 
but upon the militia as the real strength of the 
nation. He thought the expense a serious object. 
It appeared our establishment had already cost us 
eight millions of dollars, and he could not see 
where they had done service to that amount; he 
therefore thought it a bad bargain. 

The gentleman from New York had: charged 
the House with being asleep. He believed that 
could not be the case, as it would be a difficult 
matter indeed to sleep where he was. It had been 
said additional revenue would be wanted, whether 
this bill passed or not. Suppose this were so, it 
was surely no reason for passing a bill which 
might be thought unnecessary. 

Mr. Brooxs explained. 

Mr. Davron did not know, till he heard the 
gentlemai from New York say so, that new forti- 
fications were contemplated; he thought the mo- 
ney appropriated was for completing those already 
begun. i 

With respect to the propriety of this measure, 
he had always been in the habit of distrusting 
his own judgment when it differed from that of 
the President and Senate; his first impressions 
were therefore in favor of the measure, but the 
more he had considered it, the more these im- 
pressions were effaced. Mr. D. said, if the sub- 
ject was before them, he should rather be in 
favor of increasing the number of infantry than of 
the artillery. He thought the best way of making 
the increase would be, to add to each company 
one officer, two non-commissioned officers, and 
ten or-twelve privates. : 
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The gentleman from New York had said he 
should agree to the proposition, because he thought 
the.country in danger. Mr. D. thought the better 
way would be, if this were really the case, to fill 
our arsenals with arms, our magazines with am- 
munition, and our treasury with money. He 
agreed with the gentleman from Maryland, that 
we had artillery enough for eight, ten, or twelve 
thousand men. Artillery, he said, could not do 


Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDow- 
ell, John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, Tompson 
J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, William Smith, of Pinckney 
District, Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas 
Sumter, John Swanwick, Richard Thomas, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. 
Varnum, Abraham Venable, John Williams, and Robert 
Williams. 

Naxys—John Allen, George Baer, jr., James A. Bay- 


the service of infantry; their discipline was Very | ard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Christopher 
different; they do not work upon fortifications, but | G, Champlin, James Cochran, William Craik, Samuel 


merely guard the guns, &c. He wished they had 
a view of the infantry also; if they had not been 
sufficient, he should not have objected to the in- 
creasing of them; but he could see no propriety in 
increasing the artillery. 

Mr. Hartiey thought that the men to be 
raised might be made to serve as artillery or in- 
fantry, as they might be wanted. He believed 
half the number proposed would be sufficient. 

Mr. SHeparp was in favor of the plan sug- 
gested by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. Porrer hoped the section would be struck 
out. Ifthe proposed addition to our artillery was 
meant as a peace establishment, they were not 
wanted; and if they were to be raised with a view 
to. war, they would be incompetent. He thought 
forty. men might be spared from Philadelphia, and 
fifty from West Point, for Rhode Island, which at 
present was entirely without any. 

Mr. Eimenporpu was in favor of striking out 
the section. He thought it was proper to inquire 
what was the natural defence of the country, and 
what. were the measures proper to be taken for 
that. purpose. He believed the object of the 
present bill had no relation to it. The best way 
would.be.to discharge our debt, in the next place 
to. fortify, and monde sufficient arms and ammu- 
nition; the militia should also be well organized 
and.disciplined; and they should attend to econo- 
my. in the expenditure of public money. 

“The. question for striking out the section was 
putand carried, there being 56 votes in favor of it. 

The committee rose, and the House were about 
to.take the question by yeas and nays, when 

Mr. GiLLesr wished to say why he should 
vote in favor of destroying this bill ; it was because 
he believed there were men enough if properly dis- 
tributed ; and because they had only been allowed 
six.men. at Wilmington, though they were enti- 
tled to forty. 

‘The question was then taken that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the Whole in their 
disagreement to the bill, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 57, nays 39, as follows: 

Yeas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas 
Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Bur- 
ges, Samuel J. Cabell, John Chapman, Thomas Clai- 
borne; Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, 
Thomas T. Davis, John. Dawson, George Dent, Lucas 
Elmendorph, William Findley, John Fowler, Nathan- 
iel Freeman, jr, Albert Gallatin, William B. Giles, 
James- Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, William B. Grove, 
John A: Hanna, Cartér B. Harrison, Jonathan: N. Ha- 
vens; David Holmes, W alter Jones, : John Wilkes Kit- 
era, Matthew Locke, Samuel. Lyman; Matthew Lyon, 


rte te teense inet O S E S ape erwtnreh nen ene renee 


W. Dana, James Davenport, John Dennis, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe 
Harper, Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, Hezekiah 
L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, James Machir, William 
Matthews, Harrison G. Otis, John Reed, John Rutledge, 
jr, James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William Shep- 
ard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah 
Smith, Nathaniel Smith, William Smith, of Charles- 
ton, George Thatcher, Mark Thomson, John E. Van 
Alen, and Peleg Wadsworth. i 


EXPATRIATION. 


The House went into Committee on the bill to 
prevent the citizens of of the United States from 
eoa into the service of any foreign Prince or 

tate. 

Mr. Havens thought time ought to be given ' 
for citizens in foreign countries to become ac- “` 
quainted with the act, before it took place. 

Mr. Nicnoras hoped the committee would rise, 
and that they should get rid of the present busi- 
ness. There were some delicate propositions in 
the bill which would require much discussion. He. ` 
was doubtful whether the principle of the bill was ` 
right; if it were, he saw no necessity for passing 
it at present, as he did not think it probable that 
this act could take place before an end was put to 
the European war. 

Messrs. RurLepeGe, W. Smita, Dayton, Brooks, 
Oris, and Kirrzra, spoke in favor of going into 
this measure, in order to prevent our citizens’ 
from entering on board foreign ships of war, and 
by that means preserve a strict neutrality; that. 
when persons desire to expatriate themselves, and 
become citizens of another country, a line should 
be marked out by which they may do so; and in 
order to prevent the bill already passed to prevent 
our citizens from entering on board privateers 
from becoming a dead letter, which it was said it. 
would do, if this bill were not passed. : 

Mr. S. Smıra was opposed to the bill. He 
wished our youth to have full liberty to go on 
board the ships of war of any foreign country, in: 
order to gain experience in the art of war, that, if 
ever we should have occasion for them, they might 
be called home to defend their own country. He 
said there were at this time on board the British 
fleet, not less than one hundred of our youth, learning 
the art of war, who, perhaps, might be wanted on: 
some future day to fight the very nation unde 
whom they are training. 

The committee rose without taking a questio: 
and had-leave to sit again. 

-And the House adjourned.. 
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Wepnespay, June 21. 
EXPATRIATION. 


The Speaker having informed the House that 
the unfinished business of ey, viz: the bill 
prohibiting citizens of the United States from en- 
tering into the military or naval service of any 
foreign Prince or State, had the priority, 

Mr. GaLvatin- moved to have it postponed, in 
order to take up the bill respecting an additional 
naval armament. This motion was supported by 
Mr. Gites, and opposed by Mr. W. Smrrna, and 
negatived, 35 to 34. 

The bill respecting foreign service was then taken 
up, and, on motion of Mr. Havens, it was agreed 
to leave the time for its taking place a blank. 

Mr. Corr moved to strike out the sixth section, 
which was in the following words: 


“ And whereas, for the due execution of this and other 
laws tending to the security of the public welfare, it is 
expedient to define and ascertain the mode in which a 
citizen may dissolve the ties of citizenship, and become 
an alien: 

“ Be it further enacted, That the citizens of the 
United States, whether native or adopted, shall be deem- 
ed citizens thereof, until they relinquish that character 
in manner hereinafter provided, that is to say; when- 
soever any citizen of the United States shall, by deed 
in writing, under his hand and seal, executed in the 
presence of, and subscribed by two or more witnesses, 
and by at least two qf the subscribing witnesses proved 
before the supreme, 
some one of the States, or of the Territories northwest 


of the river Ohio, or before a circuit or district court of 


the United States, within the jurisdiction of which 
court he shall then be resident, or by open verbal de- 
claration, made and recorded in either of the courts 
aforesaid, declare that he absolutely and entirely re- 
nounces all allegiance and fidelity to the United States, 


` and to every of them, and shall forthwith depart out of 


the territorial limits thereof; every such person, from 
the time of his departure, if his renunciation, verbal or 
written as aforesaid, shall have been duly recorded be- 
fore his departure, shall be considered expatriated, and 
forever thereafter be deemed an alien, in like manner 

- and to all intents as if he had never been a citizen: 
Provided always, That he shall not enter into the mili- 
tary or naval service of a foreign nation, or become the 
owner or part owner of any foreign privateer or letter 
of marque, within one year of his departure from the 

: said United States; and if any such person shall enter 
the military or naval service of a foreign nation, or be- 
come the owner or part owner of any privateer or letter 
of marque, within the space of one year from the time 

_ of his departure from the United States, he shall be lia- 
ble to all the pains and penalties to which he would 
have been subject for the like conduct if he had contin- 
ued a citizen.” 


Mr. SewaLL hoped it would be struck out. In 
every country in the world where civil society 
was established, the citizen of that society owed a 
certain duty to their Government, which they could 
not readily get rid of; but they were about to es- 
‘tablish a principle to put it in the power of the 
-citizens of the United States, at their will, and 
' without any. pretence, to say they would be nolong- 
¿er subject to the Gpvernment; and this- isata 
moment of danger, when citizens of other coun- 


perior, district, or circuit court, of 


tries might be called home from this country. He 
thought this would be extremely wrong ; it would 
be giving an opportunity for insult to our courts 
and country, and he was sure no nation would 
show us so much complaisance in return. 

Mr. Ciaiporne thought it no more binding for 
citizens born in the United States to continue citi- 
zens of the United States, than it was fora Roman 
Catholic or Protestant to continue of that opinion, 
when he arrived at years of maturity, and could 


judge for himself. He insisted upon it, men had 


a natural right to choose under what Government 
they would live; and they had no reason to fear 
our citizens leaving us whilst our Government 
was well executed. He did not wish citizens of - 
the United States to be in the situation of subjects 
of Great Britain, who, though they had left the 
country forty years ago, were liable to be consider- 
ed as subjects of that Government. He trusted 
the rights of man would not be thus infringed, 
but that they should allow the right of expatriation 
tnclogged. 

Mr. Sewa.e said, there was a great difference 
between the two cases which the gentleman had 
stated. A man born and educated in a country 
certainly owed it obligations, which were not to 
be shaken off the moment he chose todo so. The, 
different societies of the world, he said, were like 
so many families independent of each other; and. 
what family, he asked, would suffer any of its 
members to leave it and go into another when 
they pleased? He thought it unreasonable that 
it should be so. eae 

Mr. W. Smira said, that the doctrine of perpet- 
ual allegiance was derived from Great Britain; 
and, though it might be good in theory, was not 
so in practice. They had departed from many 
doctrines derived from that country, and the time 
was come, he believed, for departing from this. 
The idea of a man being compelled to live in this 
country, contrary to his will, seemed to be repug- 
nant to our ideas of liberty. He thought when:a 
man was so disgusted with a country as to re- 
solve to leave it, for the purpose of becoming a 
citizen of another country, he should be at libert 
to doso on his complying with certain formali- 
ties, and should never again be re-admitted.. It 
was upon this principle that this section is founded, 
and he thought it valuable. 

Mr. S. thought this section essential, as it would 
be a means of preventing quarrels with foreign. 
countries. For instance, if a citizen of this coun- 
try took command of a French ship of war, and 
were to commit hostilities on the property of citi- 
zens of the United States, if he were taken he 
might allege that he was `a citizen of the French 
Republic, and that Government might claim him 
as such; but if this bill passed, no. man could 
cover himself under this pretence who. had not 
complied with the requisitions in this. act. He 
mentioned the case of Mr. Talbot. » 

Mr. S. said they held out.inducements for per- 
sons to come to this-country.. -We.did. not allow 
they owed. allegiance to any other country after 
they bad. become citizens of this. To grant this 
would bea fatal doctrine to this country. It would 
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be to declare that, in case we were at. war with 
another country, that country might recall persons 
from this, who formerly came from thence. Many 
persons of that description were amongst us. At 
present they enjoy all the benefit of our laws and 
vote at our elections; and yet, if this doctrine 
were admitted, these persons might be recalled as 
aliens; and if they were not recalled, they would 
be considered as qualified aliens, and not as real 
citizens. i 

This law, Mr. S. said, was necessary, as at pre- 
sent there was not sufficient energy in the Gov- 
ernment to punish persons serving on board for- 
eign ships of war. This bill would cure the evil, 
and give an opportunity for turbulent, discontent- 
ed characters. to leave the country forever. He 
believed it was the general opinion of the citizens 
of this country that they had the right to expa- 
triate themselves, and he thought it was now a 
proper time to pass some regulations on this 
subject. 

Mr. Srrereaves thought this one of the most 

delicate and important subjects that ever came be- 
fore Congress. He saw a number of difficulties- 
but he thought they were not of a nature to dis- 
‘courage them from considering the bill. He trust- 
ed they should meet them with firmness. 
The evil, he said, which gave rise to this bill 
was a great and growing one. In the first war 
which had taken place in Europe since our inde- 
pendence, they found this doctrine of expatriation. 
as claimed by our citizens, endangering our peace 
with a foreign nation, and if this principle were 
admitted he feared we should always be liable to 
similar embarrassments. 

Mr. S. took notice of the different objections 
made:to this section. He observed there seemed 
tobe much doubt on the subject, which he thought 
ought. to be removed by passing a law of this sort. 
He wished he could agree in the opinion that no 
citizen had a right to expatriate himself from this 
country. He thought it a doctrine essential to the 
peace of society. He wished it was generally re- 
eognised ; but he believed the major opinion in 
this country was different; and, though not di- 
rectly, it had in a great degree been recognised by 
the Executive and Judiciary in the cases of Hin- 
field and Talbot. He feared, therefore, it was too 
late for them to say the right did not exist. It 
was. time, however, for Congress to declare an 
opinion on the subject. If the proposition in the 
bill was not.a proper one, it should be made so. 

In the State of Virginia this doctrine was legal- 
ized, and inthe constitution of Pennsylvania it 
was ‘strongly indicated, as it said “emigration 
should‘not be prohibited.” It was a favorite idea 
-of a republican. Government not to forbid it. He 
did not agree with the principles of the clause in 
all its parts... He thought citizens ought not to be 
allowed to expatriate in time of war, as their as- 
sistance would be wanted at home. It was his 
intention to have moved an amendment allowing 
expatriation only in time of peace, and an express 
provision against it in. time.of war.. He thought 
the. doctrine. of the gentleman from. Maryland, 
viz: that our citizens ought.to go into other coun- 


tries to learn the art of war, was chimerical. When 
they had obtained rank and wealth in a foreign 
country, it would be in vain to call them back; 
they would not return. He hoped, therefore, the 
section would not be struck out, but that they. 
should proceed to amend it. 


Mr. N. Smrra was sorry that the committee 
who reported this bill had thought it necessary to 
report the sixth and seventh sections. The doc- 
trine of expatriation on one hand, and perpetual 
allegiance on the other, were subjects they had all, 
heard much about; but expatriation, under limi- 
tation and restraint. was a new business. From 
its novelty it became doubtful. This being the 
case, he wished the subject had been deferred to 
an ordinary session; particularly as it appeared to 
be no more connected with other parts of the bill 
than with many other laws now extant. If we 
were to have a law on this subject, he should wish 
to have it in a separate bill. For his part, he 
could not see how the committee could suppose i 
to be a part of their duty to report these sections. 
If he had thought it had, he should not have voted 
for appointing a committee on the occasion. : 

Gentlemen advocating these clauses, say the 
would not allow of expatriation in time of wa 
He would go further and say he would not allo 
of it when there was a prospect of war, for, 
is idle to prohibit it in one case and not in 
other. He'then asked if this’was not the v 
state in which we now were? If it were, w. 
pass such a bill at this time, when it could not g 
into operation? He thought this a good reaso, 
for rejecting these clauses. i 

There was:a mutual obligation, Mr. 8. said, bes 
tween a Government and all its citizens. Th 
Government owed protection to its citizens, an 
citizens owed obedience to their Governmen 
These duties were mutual and co-extensive; and 
they might as well say that Government cow 
abandon its citizens when it pleased as that cit: 
zens could desert their Government when the 
pleased. Yet he would allow that Governm 
might, on certain occasions, legalize expatriatio 
but not on the ground of a citizen’s having a right. 
to expatriate when he pleased. He should. have 
no objection to take up the subject at a time when. 
they could do justice to it. but he thought the 
present was not that time. f 

The question for striking out the 6th section was 
put and carried 45 to 41. l 

The 7th section, which was as follows, fell, 
course: F 

“That all persons who shall exercise the right of & 
patriation, according to thé laws of the United State: 
shall be and are hereby prohibited from becoming citis 
zens of the United States forever thereafter.” 

Mr. Harper proposed an amendment, whi 
was intended to introduce a new principle. 
the bill now stood, no person could go into foreigs 
service without incurring the penalties therein-pr 
‘vided; but he believed there might be cases whe 
at would be for the benefit of this country to allow 
persons to go into foreign service. He therefé 
wished to strike out the words “the limits of ‘the 


; 
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-if so, he thought there should be some mode of ex- 


“thought it was, since-it' was in some degree con- 
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same,” to introduce those of “without having first | Connecticut had stated allegiance and protection 
obtained leave from the President of the United | to be mutual. He did not think they were so, to 
States.” the extent which he stated. This Government 

Mr. Ciaiporne thought the powers of the Presi- | was not bound to protect citizens who went into 
dent large enough, and did not wish to increase | foreign service, as in doing so they chose the pro- 
them, nor to lay additional duty upon him. tection of another Government. 

Mr. Venasce did not think it necessary toen-| Mr. Hagper asked for an instance in which the 
trust the President with such a power. He did | Executive and Judiciary had countenanced the 
not believe it was the practice of any country to | doctrine of expatriation. 


grant a power of this kind, except in cases of offi-; Mr. Nicwotas thought ıt would have been bet- 
cers, who, when they wished to go abroad, asked | ter to have avoided taking up this subject at pre- 
leave, because always liable to be called upon. | sent; but having taken it up, if the bill passed at 


Mr. Davron (the Speaker) moved to strike out | all, he believed it had better pass with some such 
the words moved to be stricken out by the gentle- | regulations as the present. As to the doctrine of 
man from South Carolina, with the addition of | perpetual allegiance, he did not think it could find 
the word “without.” As the bill stood, he said, | many advocates in this country. It would, indeed, 
there was a provision against citizens who accept- | be dishonorable for us to hold out such a doctrine, 
ed and exercised a commission within or without | after inviting people to come here in crowds from 
the limits of the United States; but none against | foreign countries. This doctrine, he said, would 
those who accepted it within, and exercised it affect a third or fourth of the whole people of this 

if 
| 


without, the limits; or who accepted it without, | country. He thought, therefore, the right of ex- 
and exercised it within, the limits. He was against | patriation ought, at least, to be confined here, as 
lodging the power proposed in the President, for | an example to other countries. 
the reasons assigned by the gentleman from Vir-| Mr. W. Sarru, in answer to his colleague, pro- 
ginia. Nor did he think it would be attended with | duced the case of Talbot, and the opinion given 
advantage for our citizens to go abroad to learn | by the Secretary of State and the J udiciary Court, 
what could not be learnt at home. He believed, | on that occasion, in favor of the right of expa- 
in doing so, they would learn more vice than vir- | triation. ae 
tue, and bring home a greater portion of evil than | Mr. Gries thought there could not be a doubt 
good. in the minds of Americans on the subject of expa- 
Mr. Swanwick was surprised that, after all that | triation. Indeed, he said, this was the foundation 
had been objected against our citizens entering | of our Revolution; for they were not now to be told 
into the service of foreign countries, gentlemen | they owed allegiance to a foreign country. It had 
should bring forward a proposition to authorize | not only been the ground of the Revolution, but all 
the President to grant them leave to go into it | their acts had been predicated upon this principle. 
when he shall think proper. This would be plac- | He referred to the act respecting the rights of nat- 
ing the President in a very. delicate situation; be- uralization, which makes every new citizen sweat 
cause, if he allowed citizens to go to fight in one | to support the Constitution of the United States, 
country, he must allow them to go into another, | and to renounce all other allegiance. i 
Mr. GALLATIN was opposed to these sections. 
With respect to expatriation, having himself ex- 
ercised the right, he could not be supposed to be 


or there would be a breach of neutrality; and it | 
would be an unpleasant thing to refuse applica- 
tions of this kind. No advantage could be derived 
from this plan, equal to the disadvantages of thus | opposed to that right. Perpetual allegiance was 
placing the power. Indeed, he thought the propo- | too absurd a doctrine to find many advocates. in 
sition an argument against the bill itself. this country. The question was not whether citi- 
. After a few observations from Mr. Harper and | zens had a right to expatriate, but whether they 
Mr. Sewatt, the question on the amendment of | should in this law prescribe a mode of doing it. 
Mr. Davron was negatived, 44 to 39. The right seemed to have been recognised by the 
Mr. Dayron hoped some remedy would be ap- | Executive and Judiciary. He was against going 
plied to the evil he had mentioned. and that they | into this business, because he thought it unneces- 
should not report so imperfect a bill. sary. He believed the determination of who were. 
Mr. SewaLL suggested a way in which it might | citizens, and who were not, might be safely left 
be remedied in the House. with the Judiciary. He had also his doubts whe- 
The committee accordingly rose, and the House | ther the United States had a right to regulate this 
took up the amendments. Having come to that | matter, or whether it should not be left to- the 
part for striking out the 6th and 7th sections, States, as the Constitution spoke of the eitizéns of 
Mr. Denr called for the yeas and nays, which | the States. It was a doubtful matter, and ought 
were agreed to be. taken. to undergo a full discussion.’ The emigrants‘from © 
Mr. VenaBe said, it seemed to be admitted that | this country to foreign countries were trifling; but 
a right of expatriation existed in our citizéns; and | from ten to twelve thousand öf our citizens had 
gone to. Canada, and- upwards of five thousand be- 
yond the Mississippi four thóusand öf “whor 
would be got back by the running of the lines. “A: 
| number. of these mer hold lands*in«the ‘United 
States;.some have-sold their lands~and “become 
citizens. under another Government: This sub- 


ercising that right. He had no particular objec- 
tion to the mode marked: out in these clauses. - It 
had been said this was not the proper time; but he 


-nected with the present bill. The gentleman from 
ist Con-—-12 


355 


306 


H.or R] _ 


[Jone, 1797. 


ject would, therefore, require considerable delibe- 
ration at a future day. He wished the amend- 
ment of the Committee of the Whole to be 
adopted. 

Mr. Srrereaves confirmed his former state- 
ment, with respect to the question of the right of 
expatriation having been settled by the Judiciary. 
In order to do this, he read a note from one of the 
counsel in the cases of Henfield and Talbot, giv- 
ing an account of the opinions of the court on the 
occasion. 

Mr. Sewatt insisted upon the policy of prevent- 
ing the renunciation of allegiance, without con- 
trol. The Treaty of Peace with Great Britain, he 
said, had dissolved our allegiance to that country, 
and acknowledged our independence. 

Mr. Gtius believed the evil apprehended from 
individuals having the right to expatriate them- 
selves when they pleased, was more imaginary 
than real. Only two citizens had taken advan- 
tage of that right in the State of Virginia, where 
it was allowed in all its extent, in twelve years. 
But if there were any citizens so detached from 
the Government as to wish to leave the country, 
he should wish them gone. To suppose this, would 
be to suppose a real division between the people 
and Government, which he did not believe had 
existence. It was said Great Britain did not al- 
low the doctrine of expatriation ; but, he said, she 
had not any naturalization law. He was in favor 
of excluding citizens who once expatriated them- 
selves from ever returning to this country. 

Mr. Tuarcusr did not think the principle was 
so important as it had been considered. The great 
migrations which we every day saw in this coun- 
try might quiet their apprehensions of many going 
from it. He did not think one man a year would 
take advantage of the expatriation clause for fifty 
years to come, which could be no great object, 
especially when it was considered that these would 
probably be the least valuable of our citizens. 

Mr: Gorvon was in favor of the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole, though he could not 
say he had wholly made up his mind on the sub- 
ject. . He thought these sections important. and 
perfectly distinct from the bill ; he therefore wished 
the consideration of this matter to be postponed to 
a period when they should have more leisure for 
the discussion. 

Mr. Oris said, that when this bill was first re- 
ported, these.clauses struck him unfavorably ; but 
a little reflection had convinced him of the pro- 
puiety of retaining them. The passing of this 
provision. he said, would not affect the Constitu- 
tional right with respect to expatriation, whatever 
it might be. This bill did not relate to persons 
emigrating into the Spanish or English territories, 
but to persons éxpatriating themselves, and enga- 
ging in the service of foreign countries. 

ss The question on agreeing. to the reports of the 
Committee ‘of the Whole to reject. the sixth and 
seventh sections. of the bill was taken, and stood— 
yeas 34, nays 57, as-follows: - 


< Yzas--George Baer, Jr., David Bard; James A. Bay- 


ard, Theophilus Bradbury, Nathan Bryan, Samuel J. | 


Thomas T. Davis, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, 
Albert Gallatin, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, 
Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, Ro- 
bert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, Matthew Locke, 
Matthew Lyon, Joseph McDowell, James Schureman, 
| Samuel Sewall, Tompson J. Skinner, Nathaniel Smith, 
| Richard Stanford, John Swanwick, Richard Thomas, 
| Mark Thomson, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Var- 
num, and Robert Williams. 

Nays—Abraham Baldwin, Thomas Blount, Richard 
| Brent, David Brooks, Demsey Burges, John Chapman, 
Christopher G. Champlin, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew 
Clay, John Clopton, Samuel W. Dana, John Dawson, 4 
John Dennis, George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, Tho- 1 
mas Evans, William Findley, Abiel Foster, William B. 
Giles, James Gillespie, Henry Glen, Carter B. Harri- 
son, Jonathan N. Havens, David Holmes, Hezekiah 


+L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, Walter Jones, Samuel 


Lyman, James Machir, Nathaniel Macon, William Mat- 
| thews, Blair McClenachan, John Milledge, Daniel Mor- 
gan, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Harrison G. Otis, 
Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, John Rut- 
| ledge, jr, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Sam- 
(ual Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Samuel Smith, Wil- 

liam Smith, of Charleston, William Smith, of Pinckney 
| district, Richard Sprigg, jr, Thomas Sumter, George 
Thatcher, Abram’ Trigg, John Trigg, John E. Van 
Alen, Abraham Venable, Peleg Wadsworth, and John 
Williams. : 


All the amendments having been gone through, 
Mr. S. Smrru moved to postpone the further con- ; 
sideration of the bill till the first Monday in No- 
vember. ; 

This motion was supported by Messrs. Var- | 
num, N. Smir, BaLowin, Goopricu, and Corr, ; 
as involving a question of too delicate and impor- 
tant a nature to be passed over in this hasty man- 

; ner, and because there was no pressing necessity ` 
| to go into the measure at present. 

It was opposed by Messrs. Oris, Wituiams, W. | 
Samira, and Crair, on the ground of the provision ` 
of the bill being necessary, and that to postpone © 
i the business, after so ample a discussion. would be ` 
| undoing what they had been doing for two or 
| three days. 
| The question for postponement was. taken, and 
| decided in the affirmative—yeas 52, nays 44, as 
| follows : 
| Yras~George Baer, Jr., Abraham Baldwin, David 
i Bard, Thomas Blouvt, Richard Brent, Demsey Burges, 
| Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, 
| John. Clopton, Joshua Coit, John Dawson, Lucas El- 
| mendorph, William Findley, Dwight Foster, John Fow- 
| ler, Nathaniel Freeman, jr, Albert Gallatin, William 
| B. Giles, James Gillespie, Chauncey Goodrich, William 
Gordon, Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, John A Han- 
| na, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, Walter 
| Jones, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Ma- © 
| con, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Mil- 
| ledge, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, 
Samuel Sewall, Tompson J. Skinner, Nathaniel Smith, 
Samuel Smith, William Smith, of Pinckney district, 
Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
John Swanwick, Abram Trigg, Joha Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, and 
Robert Williams. : 

Nays—James.A. Bayard, Theophilus Bradbury, Da- 


_ Cabell, James Cochran; Joshua Coit, William Craik, | vid Brooks, Nathan Bryan, John Chapman, Christopher. 
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G. Champlin, James Cochran, William Craik, Samuel 
W. Dana, Thomas T. Davis, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, 
Henry Glen, William B. Grove, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, David Holmes, 
Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, William Mat- 
thews, Daniel Morgan, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., James Schureman, 
William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sit- 
greaves, Jeremiah Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, 
. George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, 
John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and John Wil- 
liams. 


. The bill being thus lost, Mr. W. Smitu pro- 
posed a resolution to the House for appointing a 
committee to report a new bill without the two 
last clauses, which, it was evident, had been the 
cause of the negative given to the bill. As he 
supposed no opposition would be made to the bill 
so reported, it might be got through without loss 
-of time. 

After some conversation on a point of order, 
whether or not this resolution could be admitted, 
the Spzaxer declared it in order, but Mr. Corr 
wishing it to lie on the table till to-morrow, it lay 
accordingly. 


Tuurspay, June 22. 
EXPATRIATION. 


Mr. W, Smita called up the resolution which 
he yesterday laid upon the table, for appointing a 
committee to bring in a bill for prohibiting citi- 
zens of the United States entering on board for- 
eign ships of war, without the expatriating clauses. 

This resolution was opposed by Messrs. BALD- 
. WIN, Gives, and VENABLE, and supported by the 

non and Mr. Harrer. It was negatived—49 
to 46. 


DEPREDATIONS ON COMMERCE. 


A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
or rue Unirep Srares, of which the following 
ds a copy, with the titles of the documents accom- 
panying it: 
entlemen. of the House of Representatives : 

-. Immediately after I had received your resolution of 
the 10th of June, requesting a report respecting the 
depredations committed on the commerce of the United 
States, since the first of October, 1796, specifying the 
names of the vessels taken, where bound to or from, 
species of lading, the value, when it can be ascertained, 
of the vessel and cargo taken, and by what Power cap- 
tured, particularizing those which have been actually 
condemned, together with the proper documents to 
ascertain the same, I directed a collection to be made of 
all such information as should be found in the posses- 
on of the Government. In consequence of which, 
the Secretary of State has made the report and the col- 
lection of documents, which accompany this Message, 
and are now laid before the House of Representatives, 
in compliance with their desire. : 
~.. JOHN ADAMS. 


UNITED STATES, June 2, 1797. 


~ Report of the Secretary of State to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, respecting the depreda- 


tions committed on the commerce of the United 
States.—(See Appendix.) 

1. Abstract of two cases of capture made by the 
British cruisers of vessels belonging to citizens of the 
United States since the first of October, 1796, and 
wherein documents have been received at the Depart- 
ment of State; also a copy of a memorandum filed by 
S. Smıra, Esq., relating to captures made by the Bris 
tish of vessels in the property of which he was con- 
cerned. No documents accompany the two cases of 
capture above mentioned, they having been sent to 
London, in order that compensation might be obtained 
for the damages suffered. 

2. A correct copy of the decree of the Executive Di- 
rectory of March 2, 1797. : 

3. Copies of documents remaining in the Depart- 
ment of State, relative to American vessels captured ‘or 
condemned by the French, since the first of October, 
1796. 

4. Extracts from communications from the Con- 
suls of the United States, relative to depredations com- 
mitted on the commerce of the United States by the 
French. 

5. Schedule of the names of American vessels cap- 
tured by the French, and of the circumstances attend- 
ing them, extracted from the Philadelphia Gazette, and 
Gazette of the United States, and commencing with 
July, 1796. ; : 

6. Extract of a letter from Rufus King, Esq. Minis- 
ter, &c., enclosing the protest of William Martin, 
master of the Cincinnatus, of Baltimore, relative to. the 
torture inflicted on the said Martin by a French cruiser. 

Mr. Gites moved that the above papers should 
be referred to a select committee, to print such as 
would be useful to the House. ee 

This question was negatived—50 to. 4€, and 
motion carried for printing the whole. 


DAY OF ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. Giles called up the motion ¿which . had 
some days ago been laid on the table respecting an 
adjournment. : , 

Mr. GALLATIN wished to modify hismotion, by 
making the proposed day of adjournment the 27th 
instead of the 24th instant. ; 

Mr. Sirareaves moved for the yeas and nays 
on the question. a 

Mr. Macon moved to make the day the 28th, 
which was consented to by the mover... E 

Mr. Dent proposed to make it the 30th. 

The question was taken on adjourning on the 
30th, and negatived—there being only 28 votes in 
favor of it. ; yd 

The question on the resolution for the 28th was 
carried—yeas 51, nays 47, as follows: 5 

Yras—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard;: Thomas 
Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Bur- 
ges, Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew 
Clay, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, Thomas. T. Davis, 
John Dawson, George Ege, Lucas Elmendorph,. Wil- 
liam Findley, John Fowler, Nathaniel Freeman, jra 
Albert Gallatin, William B. Giles, James. Gillespie, 
Andrew Gregg, John A.-Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, 
Jonathan N. Havens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, 
Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, 


a x 


‘Blair MeClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, 


Daniel Morgan, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Josiah 
Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, Tompson J. Skin- 
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ner, Samuel Smith, William Smith, of Pinckney Dis- 
trict, Richard Sprigg, jr, Richard Stanford, Thomas 
Sumter, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, and Ro- 
bert Williams. - 

Nars—John Allen, George Baer, jr., James A. Bay- 
ard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, John Chap- 
man, Christopher G. Champlin, James Cochran, Wil- 
liam Craik, Samuel W. Dana, James Davenport, John 
Dennis, George Dent, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, 
Wiliam B. Grove, Robert Goodloc Harper, Thomas 


Hartley, William Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, | 


James H. Imlay, John W. Kittera, Samuel Lyman, 
James Machir, William Matthews, Harrison G. Otis, 
John Rutledge, jr., James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, 
William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sit- 
greaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, William 
Smith, of Charleston, George Thatcher, Richard Tho- 
mas, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wads- 
worth, and John Williams. 


PROTECTION OF TRADE. 


...The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill from the Senate, providing tor 
the protection of the trade of the United States. 
The bill having been read, some observations 
took place respecting the fixing of the price of sea- 
men’s wages, instead of leaving it to the discre- 
tion of the President, but no question was taken, 
as ‘it was suggested the other parts of the bill had 
better first be gone through. 

Mr. Parker moved to strike out the following 
section of the bill, viz: 
< “That the President of the United States be, and he 
is hereby authorized and empowered, should he deem 
it-expedient, to cause to be procured, by purchase or 
otherwise, and to be fitted out, manned, and employed, 
& number of vessels, not exceeding nine, to carry not 
exceeding twenty. gung each.” 

Mr. P. thought, if the revenue cutters were 
armed, as had before been suggested, there would 


be ‘no necessity for the vessels here proposed, | 


which he did not think so well calculated for ser- 
vice as the cutters. They would carry 10 or 12 
guns, and from 40 to 50 men, and would be able 
to. cope with any small privateer on our coast or 
in the West Indies. He proposed to introduce a 
new clause‘ for this purpose. 
«Mr. 8. Smrru thought the object of the gentle- 
man last up might be attained by amending this 
clause. He was wholly in favor of the cutters, as 
they would not only serve as a defence for our 
coast, but as tenders to the frigates. Nine vessels, 
of 20 guns, he said, would require 674 seamen to 
man them, and: the frigates would require 432 
able and 300 ordinary seamen, which he did not 
believe would be very readily raised. Besides, 
vessels which would be purchased for this purpose 
would not be calculated for the service, not being 
sufficiently swift sailers, whilst these cutters would 
outsail most privateers, and half the seamen would 
be sufficient. They might be ready in a fortnight, 
whilst the others could not be fit for sea for three 
months, : f 

Mr. Parker had thought of amending the bill 


in the way proposed, but he found some objec- 
tions to that mode. It would be necessary that 
the cutters should be employed in the protection 
of our revenue, as well as to guard our coast ; and 
on that account, he believed it would be better not 
to include them under the Naval Establishment, 
as they would not, in that case, be so much at the 
command of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The question was carried without a division; 
the clause following, which respected the officers 
and crew to be employed, fell of course. 

Mr. Gites moved to strike out the following, 
clause, for the purpose of inserting a similar one 
to that agreed to in the bill for the galleys, viz: to 
confine their use within the jurisdiction of the 
United States: 

“That the President of the United States may em- 
ploy the said frigates and the said vessels to protect the 
ships and cargoes belonging solely to citizens of the 
United States, and also the harbors and seacoast of the 
United States, in such manner and under such regula- 
tions as shall in no wise contravene either the law of 
nations or any existing treaties between the United 
States and foreign nations.” 


Mr. W. Smira hoped this amendment would 
not be agreed to. He believed it was never in- 
tended to confine the frigates within so narrow a 
sphere. He believed the latter part of the clause 
proposed to be struck out would prevent any mis- 
chief. The commanders of these vessels, he said, 
would be men of ability and character, well in- 
structed as to their duty with respect to the law 
of nations. If the frigates were to be thus con- 
fined in their operations, they would be of no real 
use. 

Mr. Gites wished to know to what other pur- 
pose, besides the protection of our coast, the gen- 
tleman wished to employ these vessels? It seem- 
ed to be thought the frigates could be of no use, 
except as convoys ; but he denied that they were 
equal to that object, if it were agreed that they 
should be so employed. It was said the cutters to 
be employed were to act as tenders to the frigates; 
yet they were to be kept at home. It would, 
therefore, be curious to send the frigates abroad 
and keep the tenders at home. To employ the fri- 
gates in any other way than for the protection of 
our coast, would, in his opinion, hazard the peace 
of the country, without producing any good ; for 
if he were a merchant, (and he believed the mer 
chants were generally of that opinion,) he would. 
sooner send his vessel unprotected than with the, 
proposed convoy. l 

Mr. Srrereaves argued against the absurdity 
of confining the operations of our maritime force 
to the narrow limits proposed by the amendments. 
It was the object of the bill to defend our com- 
merce from the unjust attacks of che belligerent: 
Powers, and it surely would not be pretended that’ 
these attacks were confined to our coasts. To 
render the protection efficient, it should be co- 
extensive with the danger; and should the frigates 
not be.permitted to operate beyond the imaginary 
line which limits our maritime jurisdiction on. the’ 
seacoast, it would frequently happen that. they’ 
would be obliged to submit to the capture of. their 
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convoys within the reach of their guns. It would 
be infinitely preferable to dismantle our ships of 
war and save the expense of their equipment, than 
to hold out to our trade an illusive protection, 
which would only lead them into danger. The 
picaroons, which infest the American seas, would 
sufficiently understand the restriction which is 
proposed, and would be rather incited by it than 
dismayed. He was, therefore, decidedly against 
the amendments ; but neither did he like the clause 
as it stood in the bill. He did not comprehend 
» the propriety of limiting the protection of the fri- 
-` gates to the case of “vessels and cargoes owned 
solely by American citizens.” In some instances 
it ought not to be extended so far; in others, it 
ought to go further. Vessels and cargoes owned 
entirely by our citizens might be employed in a 
contraband trade, and ought not to be protected. 
Although this construction, perhaps, was corrected 
by the latter part of the clause, yet there was an 
opposite evil, which would necessarily arise from 
it in its present form. Ships owned by American 
citizens were entitled to the protection of the 
Government against French cruisers while en- 
gaged ina lawful trade, let their cargoes belong 
to whom they might. It is one stipulation of our 
Commercial Treaty with France, that free ships 

~ make free goods, and whatever might be the opin- 
ion of this House as to the expediency of relin- 
quishing this stipulation by a new compact, yet 
until this could be effected in a course of negotia- 
tion, we cannot abandon the advantages it gives 
to our citizens. The rights growing out of treaty, 
are as much objects of protection as those arising 
from. the law of nations, and he could never con- 

; sent to such abandonment of them until the rela- 
tions of the two countries in this respect should 
be legitimately changed. If the present amend- 

: ments, therefore, should not prevail, it was his 
intention to move to substitute for the words, 
“ships and cargoes belonging solely to citizens of 
< the United States,” the expression, “the lawful 
commerce of the citizens of the United States.” 
' Mr. Nicwouas concluded the gentleman was 
“mot in the House when this subject was formerly 
winder discussion, as he seemed to have stumbled 
upon all the objections, which were then aban- 
doned.. Those gentlemen who advocated convoys 
completely gave them up. [Mr. W. Sairu denied 
that he ever gave them up.] Mr. N. believed he 
mever did, on any other account than because 
every body about him gave them up, and a clause 
directly the reverse of his was agreed to. Mr. N. 
_ then went over the arguments which were gone 
into on a former occasion. He showed that this 
force was inadequate to the protection of our com- 
“merce, and that the natural consequence of resist- 
ing a search, or being taken into a foreign port, for 
“trial on the ground of a cargo being bona fide neu- 
tral, would produce war. And should we, he ask- 
ed, while a negotiation was pending, run the risk 
of again involving ourselves in difficulties? He 
trusted we should not. He denied that the effect. 
ofthe amendment would be to confine the fri-. 
gates within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
asthe commerce within the jurisdiction might be 


might afterwards direct their conduct. 


defended by their going without it. He trusted 
the amendment would be agreed to. 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) wished to strike out 
the section, and insert nothing. He was not pre- 
pared to say the frigates should or should not be 
employed as convoys; nor was he ready to say 
they should be confined within the jurisdiction of 
the United States. He was willing to leave this 
matter to the President of the United States, as 
commander-in-chief. He was sure that confidence 
would not be abused; and he believed he would 
have better opportunities than they had, of deter- 
mining the best manner of. employing them. 

Mr. PARKER seconded the motion. He thought 
it would be highly improper in them to dictate to 
the President how he should use these vessels. He 
wished that to rest on the broad basis of the Presi- 
dent’s responsibility. 

Mr. W. Smrra had no objection to the subject 
taking this course. As commander-in-chief, there 
was no doubt the President would employ this 
naval force in a manner, which, in his opinion, 
would be most conducive to the public good. If 
the negotiation failed, and there should be a:ne- 
cessity for employing it in a manner differently 
from what they at present contemplated, he would 
of course do so. Mr. 8. took notice of what had 
fallen from Mr. Nicnotas; he denied that what 
had been determined relative to the galleys, had 
any connexion with the frigates. He said, in our 
treaties with Holland and Sweden, convoys for 
our trade in time of peace were positively stipula- 
ted for, and the word of the commander of our 
convoy was always to be taken as to the descrip- 
tion of our cargoes; therefore, the arguments of 
the gentleman fell to the ground when he said our 
vessels could not go out to sea without endanger- 
ing our peace. It was true there was no such ar+ 
ticle in our treaty with France, but it was stipu- 
lated in what manner search should be made. The 
Swedish Treaty, he said, was made by Dr. Frank- 
lin, at Versailles, under the eye of the French Gov~- 
ernment. It was to be supposed, therefore, it met 
with their full approbation, especially as it had 
never been complained against. ; 

Mr. Nicaoras said, that there being stipulations 
of the kind mentioned by the gentleman last- up; 
proved that no such right existed without a treaty ; 
and as to the manner in which a search should.be 
made being laid down, it was no security against 
the evil he dreaded. He denied the right of the 
President to apply the naval force of the United 
States to any object he pleased. When a force 
was raised fora particular object, he agreed*that 
it was his business to direct the manner in which 
this force should be used; but to say. he had the 
right to apply it at his discretion, was to make him 
master of the United States ; if that were the case, 
he said, the powers of that House were gone. 
When they raised men for the protection ofthe 
frontier, would the President, he asked, send them 
to any other place? He insisted upon it that they 
hada right to say the vessels should. be kept inthe 
river Delaware, if they pleased; the President 
Ifa con- 
trary doctrine were to prevail, if they did not give 
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up the right of declaring war, they gave up the 
power, which would inevitably lead to war. 

“Mr. Brooxs did not apprehend any danger trom 
leaving.it in the power of the President to make 
usé of the frigates as he pleased. 

Mr. Gatatin said, that after having determin- 
ed that the three frigates should be got ready for 
sea, it became necessary to say upon what busi- 
ness they should be employed. There might be 
different opinions on the subject, but it was neces- 
sary to define the object. Ifnot, they had reason 
to apprehend, from his Speech, that the President 
would employ them as.convoys. The difficulties 
attending such an employ had been shown when 
the subject of galleys was under consideration ; 
they were so many that the peace of the country 
would be greatly endangered by such an employ- 
ment of the frigates. The danger was greatly in- 
creased by the disputed article of our treaty with 
France, which the President would be under the 
necessity of enforcing. 

‘In ordinary times, he said, the principle of the 
gentleman from New Jersey was a good one. If 
we had frigates in service, they were not from day to 
day to say how they should be employed; but, 
under our present circumstances, he thought the 
object au to be defined, and that they ought to 
depart from the maxim laid down by that gentleman. 
“Mr. Sewaut was in favor of striking out the 
clause. If the President were to be limited at all 
: he should have no objection to limit him with re- 
spect to convoys, from the incompetency of three 
vessels to. that end; but these frigates were to be 
considered as the public force, as the navy of the 
United States. It was true, it was a small one; 
but it was such as Congress had thought proper to 
raise, and put in the power of the President. And 
` why should this power be limited? It seemed as 
if they supposed, from his natural disposition, or 
from some other cause, he would abuse it, by em- 
ploying the vessels contrary to law, and thereby 
involve the country in war. 

~The Constitution, Mr. S. said, had defined him 
to be commander-in-chief of the navy, and having 
a navy the command of course devolved upon him. 
If those vessels were but for a particular purpose, 
they might designate their object, but they were 
begun in 1794, and the act gave the President au- 
thority to “equip and employ these vessels.” If 
at that period, when, in the opinion of many gen- 
tlemen, there was a greater prospect of war than 
at present, no object was pointed out for the ves- 
sels, he did not see why any should now be point- 
ed-out. With respect to the disputed articles in 
the French Treaty, they had already expressed an 
opinion of the President, which, he doubted not, 
‘would have its effect. 

Mr. Witrtams thought that, having given the 
President a discretionary power, in the first sec- 
tion of the bill, they ought not now to take it from 
him; because, if he did not see occasion to man 
the frigates, he would never do it; but if he did 
see occasion for manning them, they ought not to 
take from him the power of employing them as he 
pleased... He was, therefore, in favor of the motion 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. 


Mr. Gites asked whether, to ascertain the object 
upon which these vessels should be employed was 
a Legislative or an Executive act? It was cer- 
tainly legislative. They ought to say to the Pres- 
ident—Here is the force, and there is the object, 
It was said, they had already given an opinion to 
the President, with respect to the disputed articles 
in the French Treaty ; he now wished a law to be 
passed in conformity to that opinion. 

He said, they were often charged with a want of 
confidence in the present President. He was free 
to own he had not much confidence in the Presi- 
dent. His Speech, at the opening of the session, 
had destroyed all his confidence; but, however 
high their opinion might be of the Executive, 
they ought not to lodge improper powers in his 
hands. 

Mr. Harper was in favor of the motion. He 
wished to provide force, and not to direct the use 
of it; he believed this was the object for which 
they were called together. He was willing to 
leave the use of this force to the President, be- 
cause he could employ it in a manner only appli- 
cable to peace; to employ it otherwise would bea 
breach of his power. He, therefore, could not re- 
pel any violation of our rights by force, except pre- 
viously authorized by Congress. 

The gentleman from Virginia, Mr. HARPER said, 
need not to have told them them that he had no 
confidence in the present Executive. He might 
have said in no Executive ; for it was well known 
he never missed going out of the way to say rude 
things of the late President ; but he did not believe 
this was the best way of discharging their duty. 
He believed the public cared little what his opin- 
ion of the President was; he thought they ought 
to do their duty, and leave the President to do his. 
Mr. H. denied that they had the right to direct the 
public force. If we were at war with Great Brit- 
ain, they should have no right to say to the Presi- 
dent, attack Canada or the Islands. The use of 
this force must be left to the President; if he abu- 
ses it, upon his own head would lie the responsi- 
bility, and not upon them. 

Mr. S. Smrrn had not made up his mind on the 
subject. Ifthe power of employing the frigates 
was wholly left with the President, though he had 
not the power of declaring war, yet he might so. 
employ them as to lead to war, particularly with » 
respect to the French Treaty articles. On the 
other hand, it seemed to be a poor employment 
for these frigates, after all the expense which they: 
had cost, to keep them within the jurisdiction of: 
the United States. They could not cruise there, 
indeed, without danger of running on the shoals: 
Understanding, as he did, that by voting for the 
striking out of this clause, he should not be pre= 
cluded from voting for the amendment of the gen 
tleman from Virginia; if he should conclude to do 
so, he should vote for-striking out the section 
question. a 

Mr. Macon proposed a clause similar in effect 
to that proposed by the gentleman from Virginia 
to be inserted in place of one struck out, but the 
Chairman declared it-not in order. - ees 

Mr. Dayton said, that-those gentlemen wh 
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were not prepared to vote for retaining the eleventh 
section, must be prepared to say these frigates shall 
þe employed as convoys. It was to avoid this, 
that he had moved to strike it out. 
pressed his wish that the direction of this force 
might be left with the President. 
- Mr. GiLes declared his intention of voting for 
striking out the section, and to risk the insertion 
of another afterwards. 

The question for striking out was carried with- 
out a division. 

Mr. Gites then moved to insert the section be- 
fore proposed by Mr. Macon, to confine the use 


commerce within the jurisdiction of the United 
States. 


mover of this amendment would be obtained by 
it, since he believed vessels would be as much ex- 
posed to danger within as without the jurisdiction 
of the United States. 
léave this business to the President; for whatever 
personal objections gentlemen might have to him, 
- (because he was not the man of their choice,) he 
believed the people at large would be willing he 
‘should have this power. Indeed, he thought 
whatever it might display of candor in gentlemen 


| 
| 


© Government, it had very little of discretion in it. 
It was to destroy one of the objects of the session, 


divided people. 

_Mr. O. did not say that Congress had not a right 
to designate the object of this force; but he be- 
lieved it would not be convenient; for, said he, 
‘suppose either of the Barbary States were to de- 
clare war against us, (and they all knew there 
was no certain reliance upon their observance of 


send those vessels into the Mediterranean ? 
suppose we wanted to send an Ambassador to a 
foreign country, or despatches to our Minister 
residing there, shall we, said he, limit his power in 
this respect ? 

It seemed to be the object of gentlemen, Mr. O. 
said, to hang a dead weight upon every measure, 
to prevent any thing effectual from being done, 


had called them together unnecessarily. If gen- 
tlemen could succeed in this, the people might 
adopt their opinion, and believe that the President 
was unworthy of their good opinion. 

He thought, when all the world was in arms, 
and we did not know how soon we might be in- 
; volved in the calamity, it behooved us to be upon 
“our guard, and to give the President such powers 

as should enable him to take proper measures of 
defence against any attack that might be made 
upon us. 

Mr. Macon thought every thing which had 
been introduced about confidence or the want of it, 


He again ex- | 


of our frigates to the protection of our coasts, and | 


Mr. Oris did not think that the object of the | 


He trusted they should ; 


to say they had no confidence in the first officer of | 


which was to show to the world that we are nota | 


treaties,) should not the President have a right to | 1 t 
Or, | used, that is, to be held in readiness in case of war, 


that an idea might go abroad that the President | 


| amendment, was to prevent these vessels being sent 
| to the Mediterranean or the West Indies. Heread 
an extract from the law of 1794, to show that the 
object of the frigates was there designated to be 
| against the Algerines. His object was now, that 
| they should be employed on the coast, and no 
| where else. If a provision of this kind was not 
| agreed to, they knew, from his Speech, upon what 
| business the President would employ them. He 
i had given his opinion to the House with candor, 
and he wished the House to be equally explicit. 
Mr. GALLATIN observed, it seemed to be the 
opinion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
that if they defined the object upon which these 
| vessels were to be employed, they should be charge- 
able with disrespect to the President. We have, 
or we have not a right, said Mr. G., to define the 
| object. If we have not the right, we ought not to 
! exercise it; but if we had the right, there could be 
no disrespect shown to the President, by an exer- 
cise of that right. It might be improper, but 
| could not be disrespectful. If once such an argu- 
| ment as this were admitted, it would be introduced 
on every occasion when it would have weight. 
Indeed, the gentleman saw that such an assertion 
| was likely to have its weight on this question, 
| and therefore introduced it. He wished to know 
whether the clause from the Senate did not define: 
| the object? and if so, whether that body could be 
charged with wanting respect for the President ? 
The object of the frigates had never been de- 
fined, for a good reason; because they were never 
! ordered to be manned till now. The gentleman 
| from South Carolina had said they were not to be: 
used for any hostile purposes whatever. He wished. 
to know how they were then to be employed ?. He 
thought they would be somewhat expensive. pack- 
et boats, to carry despatches abroad. He knew 
only of two purposes for which they could be 


i and in the mean time to be employed in some pur- 
| pose or other, which he thought should be defined, 
‘and not left in doubt. He therefore hoped th 
amendment would be agreed to. a 
| Mr. Dana said, admitting that they had a right 
| to define the object of this armament, it was no 
| reason why they should insist upon exercising it. 
He agreed that they had aright. He had no ob- 
i jection to leaving the business to the President, 
| except that, if the vessels were employed in con- 
| yoying our commerce, he should have wished to 
| have shared the responsibility with him: Hede- 
‘nied that the danger which had been. predicted 
| could arise from the disputed articles:in the French 
' Treaty, as the President had a right to give such 
| instructions to the commanders on that subject, as 
he saw proper. Pes ao 
| Mr. W. Smirx thought the proposition vague, 
| since it did not say the vessels should not-be use 
| in any other way. Gentlemen were begging’ the 
question, when they said, that if the business were 
| left with the President; the consequence would be 
that the vessels: would-be employed asa convoy, 
did not believe they were equal. to ‘that 
it-was his wish that the hands of the Pre- 
sident should not be tied, and thought it extremely 
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imprudent at the present time, to discover a want 
of-confidence in the Executive. 

Mr. Kirrera had often seen that House at- 
tempt to take powers which did not belong to it. 
He thought this one of those cases. They had 


power to raise an army and navy, but the use of | of the 


them lay with the President. 

Mr. S. Smirx said, they had been called to- 
gether because the French had committed depre- 
dations on our commerce, and refused to receive 
our Minister. He took notice of the different acts 
which they had ‘passed this session, till he came 
to this, which, in his opinion, if our vessels went 
out to sea, would lead to war, and therefore he 
wished to have them limited. 


When our Commissioners arrive in France, said | 


Mr. S., the French Directory will ask, “For what 
are you arming? Your Congress has been called 
together for the express purpose of taking mea- 
sures against us:” they would add, “disarm, or 
we will not treat with you.” He trusted they 
should not put it in the power of any branch of 
Government to plunge usin war. It had been said 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, that we 
were to force our way into the rebel ports in the 
West Indies; if so, war must be the consequence. 
Mr. Brooxs was surprised to hear a gentle- 
man declare that we were brought to sucha situa- 
tion that we could not take up arms, in our own 
defence, without offending a foreign nation. He 
was the more affected at the declaration, because 
it came from an American foldier. “M. Barras, 
(says the gentleman,) will say to the Commission- 
ers, ‘Go home and lay down your arms, and we 
will then treat with you?” He hoped the gentle- 
man would retract this humiliating sentiment. 
The question was put and negatived, 52 to 44. 
The committee then rose and had leave to sit 


again. 


Frroay, June 23. 
PROTECTION OF TRADE. 


The House again went into a Committee of the 
Whole, on the bill providing for the protection of 
the trade of the United States; when 

Mr. Venapie renewed his motion to alter the 
sixth section of the bill, so as to fix the wages to 
be allowed to the petty officers, midshipmen, sea- 
men, ordinary seamen, and marines, instead of 
leaving it to the President to fix them, on the 
ground of its being Legislative and not Executive 
business. 

This motion was opposed, from the circum- 
stance of wages being so fluctuating as to make it 
impossible to say now what would be a proper 
rate of wages to be given when the vessels were 
ready to receive their men; and as the sum was 
fixed not to exceed $15,000 dollars per month, no 
mischief .could arise from leaving the business 
with the Executive. 

“The question was put and negatived—48 to 37. 

Mr. Parker moved to add two new sections to 
the bill. The first was, “to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States, if he deem it necessary, 
to increase the strength of the revenue cutters, so 


as that the number of men do not exceed —— to 
each, in order to defend the seacoast, and to repel 
| any hostile vessels, and to protect the commerce of 
| the United States within the jurisdiction thereof, 
| having due regard to their duty in the protection 
revenue.” 
The second section provided “that the additional 
; compensation allowed to the men employed in the 
revenue cutters, by an act of May 6, 1796, should 
| be extended to the additional men proposed to be 
employed.” 

Mr. Nicnouas wished, instead of the words, “if 
he deem it necessary,” in the first clause, to intro- 
| duce those used on a former occasion, when the 
galleys were under consideration, viz: “if circum- 
stances shall hereafter arise, which, in his opinion, 
shall render it expedient.” 

Mr. W. Smirx saw no difference between the 
two phrases, except that the one proposed was not 
so well expressed as the original. He wished the - 
gentleman to say in what the difference consisted.: 

Mr. Nicno.as said, that by the words as they 
now stood, they referred to the President what it 
; was their business to determine for. themselves. 
He wished to have an eye to any future occasion 
which might arise; but if the clause passed as it 
now appeared, the President might immediately 
go into the business. 

Mr. Parker consented to adopt the words of 
Mr. Nicwotas. 

Mr. S. Surry and Mr. Parxer introduced two 
or three small amendments, which related to the 
number of lieutenants, sergeants, corporals, &c., 
to beemployed; which was agreed to. 

The bill having been gone through with, 

Mr. R. Wixuiams proposed to amend the first 
section of the bill, by adding, after empowering 
the President, should he deem it necessary, to cause 
the frigates to be manned and employed, “ Provi- 
ded they shall not be employed as convoys.” 

Mr. Gites hoped this amendment would be 
agreed to. He wished to define the object for 
which these vessels should be employed, that there 
| might be no misunderstanding on the subject. 
Mr. G. insisted that the French nation had a right 
to inquire of our Commissioners for what we were- 
arming? And if this amendment were agreed to, 
it would be a sufficient answer. 

Mr. W. Smıra said, if this amendment were 
| agreed to, it might go further than it was meant 

to go. The frigates might not be able to protect 
the trade of the United States at all. He did not 
suppose they would be employed in convoying our 
vessels to the West Indies; but if this provision 
passed, it would not be possible for them to pro- 
tect our trade from the Capes of the Delaware to 
the Capes of Virginia. 

Mr. 8. differed in opinion from the gentleman 
last up, that the French nation had a right to take 
umbrage at ourarming. When two nations were 
at peace, and one of them began to arm, it was 
customary to inquire what was the object of it: 
but when two nations had disputes to settle, and 
one of the nations had committed aggressions 
against the other, it was common for the injured. 
nation to arm in her defence. And, if the French’ 
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“nation refused so treat with our Commissioners 
until they answered inquiries respecting our arm- 
ing, he believed they were determined upon war. 

Mr. S. Sara said, if he understood the amend- 
ment to go to the length which the gentleman 
from South Carolina represented it to go, he 
should certainly be opposed to it; but he believed 
it only went to prevent the frigates from being em- 
ployed as convoys to foreign ports. Merchants, he 


convoy, the probability would be, that from a num- 
ber of vessels sailing together, they would glut any 
market to which they might go, and consequently 
lower the price of their cargoes. But merchants 
who wished to go into rebel ports, would wish to 
be corivoyed, and the first convoy that went on 
-such business, he was confident, would produce 
war. 

>: Mr- S. justified the expression he made use of 
yesterday, with respect to the French making in- 
` quiry into the cause of our armament. Not that 
they could take any notice of our fortifications, or 
our military regulations; but when we were about 
to fit out a naval armament, it was a different 
thing, and the maritime Powers of the world had 
a right to inquire the cause of our arming. Our 
ommissioners, when they were asked, would say 
they knewnot. The French would answer, Inquire; 
if it be against us, we shall know what to do; if 
not, let us know. To avoid this inquiry, he 
wished to designate the object. 

Mr. VENABLE said, from what fell from the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, he supposed he would 
be satisfied with a small amendment. That gen- 
eman supposed that the present amendment 
ould prevent the frigates from convoying our 
merchant vessels from one part of the Union to 
another. This might be remedied, by adding “to 
‘any foreign port or place.” 

Mr. R. WiLLiaMs consented to make thisa part 
of his amendment. 

“Mr. Brooxs wished to know whether the fri- 
tes were to be prevented from taking any ves- 
èls bound to a foreign port under convoy at all, 
ough she might be going out at the same time 
ith vessels bound to different parts of the Union. 
Mr. Porrer hoped this amendment would ob- 
ain, as he did not believe these vessels would be 
‘equal to the convoying of our commerce. He 
hoped, before the session closed, they should pass 
n act for arming our merchantmen, which he be- 
eved would be the best protection that could be 
iven to our commerce. 

. The question was put and carried—47 to 45. 
Mr. Corr moved an additional section, “to con- 
fine the duration of this act for one year, and from 
hence to the end of the next session of Congress, 
and no longer.” f 

Mr. Sitereaves thought that the period for 
hich the seamen and marines were engaged be- 
ng only for one’ year, there needed no other 
imitation. 

Mr. Corr was of a different opinion. It was 
e the. men could not be engaged for a longer 


` said, who carried on a fair course of trade, would | 
not ask for convoys; they would wish to run the | 
risk and go alone—for, if they went under the 


; period than a year; but those engagements might 
i be renewed from time to time. For his part he 
did not wish to a permanent naval establishment 
in this country. He would rather see the frigates 
at the wharves than see them go out to sea. He 
trusted a majority of the House would one day be 
of his opinion; and, if sucha change of sentiment 
should take place, he wished to put it in their 
power to annul the establishment. 

The question on this section was put, and there 
appeared to be 46 votes for it, and 46 against it, 
when the Chairman, Mr. Denr, according to the 
power given him by the rules of the House, de- 
clared the question was not carried. 

The committee rose, and the House proceeded 
to consider the amendments. The first which 
came under consideration, was that for preventing 
the frigates from being used as convoys. 

Mr. Sirereaves hoped this amendment would 
| not prevail. He was at a loss to account for the 
change of sentiment in the House since yester- 
day. He thought it was then the opinion ‘that 
they ought to provide the force; and, when pro-- 
vided, leave it to the disposal of the Executive, 
and that, if he thought proper to employ the fri-’ 
| gates in the protection of our commerce beyond 
the jurisdiction lipe, he should be authorized to 
do so. He yet entertained this opinion. Se) 

It was a little extraordinary, he said, that these 
| gentlemen who had, on a former occasion, quoted: 
| the articles of the armed neutrality, should forget 

one of the most important; he meant that which’ 
sanctioned the right of convoying their trade in 
time of peace, to protect their neutrality against 
the aggressions of belligerent Powers, which doc- 
trine had, by a solemn act of her Government, 
been acquiesced in by France. This being the 

case, and seeing that the President of the United. 
| States, in his Speech at the opening of theses- 
| sion, had declared his opinion, that vessels ought 
| to be provided as a convoy to our commerce, and 
| knowing no principle in the law of nations to the 
| contrary, he was surprised the right should be 
| called in question. He hoped no act of that House: 
| would justify such a sentiment. 

Another glaring inconsistency. Gentlemen‘ad- 
mitted that the frigates were to be employed for 
the protection and defence of our commerce; but, 
| he asked, how this could be effected, if they were 
not to be employed in the way of convoys? He 
did not mean for a number of ships together, but: 
| for single vessels. But it was said that citizens: 
| who carried on an honest trade would not ask a 
convoy. How did this appear? Had no attack 
been made upon the fair commerce of this coun- 
try ? If there had been none such, he would allow 
that there was no necessity for a convoy or naval 
| force; but, if there had been aggressions, they 
i must have been upon the fair trade of this coun- 
| try, and persons employed in this trade were en“ 

titled to protection. GRS 

Why, he asked, were they always told of our 
commerce being forced into the rebel ports in the. 
West Indies, and: that war would be the conse- 
quence? Was. it to be süpposed that the Presi- 
dent would wantonly go into this business? He: 


371 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


372 


H. or R.] 


D [June, 1797, 


Protection of Trade. o 


hoped they should do what the circumstances of 
the` country required, and not profusely lavish 
money which could answer no good purpose, since 
the injuries committed within our jurisdiction, 
compared to those sustained on the high seas, were 
not worthy of being named. If any protection 
was given, therefore, it should be extended beyond 
the jurisdiction line. 

But it was said that three frigates were incom- 
petent to the protection of the trade of the United 
States; but they might be competent to protect a 
part of it; and if three frigates were not effectual, 
it was the duty of that House to provide such as 
would be effectual. But if this force would not 
be able to meet the naval power of any European 
country, it would be able to keep off privateers 
and picaroons, and therefore be of some service. 

Mr. McDowsuu said, that if the gentleman last 
up had been present when the subject had before 
been under discussion, he would have spared his 
observations, as the principle of a convoy had been 
decided against by a large majority. Mr. McD. 
went over the arguments which had been several 
times repeated against the employing of convoys, 
and concluded with hoping the motion would 

ass. 
P Mr SITGREAVES acknowledged he was absent 
when the subject of the galleys was under discus- 
sion; but he had been told that the principle had 
not been decided ; but, suppose it had, his opinion 
Was not to be influenced by a majority of that 
House, if he were convinced it was well founded. 

Mr. Gites said, heretofore gentlemen had given 
up the idea of employing these vessels as a con- 
voy, from their incompetency to that object; but 
now, the gentleman last up came forward and 
said, if they were not used for that purpose, they 
would be of no service at all. He allowed, with 
the gentleman, that we had a right thus to employ 


| wished to avoid taking any measure which might 


them; but he denied that it was expedient to do 
so, The President had committed himself on this 
head, and he thought they ought to give him an 
opportunity of retracting his opinion, by fixing 
the object for which the vessels should be em- 
ployed. 

Mr. Swanwick said, he felt himself called upon 
to give his reasons for voting against employing 
these frigates as a convoy to our trade. He looked 
upon the force as wholly inadequate. But it 
was said it might be brought to operate in part. 
He was, however, afraid that in attempting an 
object to which they were not equal, they might, 
in the West India ‘seas, endanger the loss of the 
vessels themselves; for, when the privateers and 
cruisers in those seas learnt that we had frigates 
out, they would become more acrimonious than 
ever. 

Mr. S. said, it could not be supposed that the 
present war in Europe would be of long duration, 
nor could it be expected that we should be com- 
petent, whilst it lasted, to give complete protec- 
tion toour commerce; he thought, therefore, it 
would be much better to trust entirely to insurance 
than to risk these vessels asa convoy. . And if the 
trade was not. worth. carrying on, after having 
paid the insurance, he would give it up. He 


lead to war; for, if that were to take place, we 
should suffer infinitely more than we now suffered 
from any depredations committed upon our com- 
merce. Our trade in the West Indies, he said, 
was in some degree protected by the rival inte- 
rests of the contending Powers in those seas, 
They had heard (and he owned that it was with 
no pleasant sensation he heard it) that our vessels 
had sailed under British convoys in that quarter, ° 
so that the trade in some degree protected itself 
by the interests which it holds out to the parties. 

If the frigates were to be employed as convoys, 
he did not believe the rates of insurance would 
at all be lowered; for he did not find that even 
the British, with all the force they had in the 
West Indies, could effectually protect their mer- ' 
chant vessels against the French privateers, Be- 
sides, he should look upon the loss of one of the 
frigates as a very unfortunate occurrence; it 
would cast a damp upon the germ of our navy, 
and would be a discouragement to the voting of 
any more money for that object. This he should 
most sensibly regret. The frigates might be of 
some use in the protection of our coasts and juris- 
diction, without running any of the risks which. 
he thought would be run in sending them out as 
convoys. Coming from a large commercial city, 
as he did, he should never be backward in his sup- 
port of an effectual naval establishment; but for 
the present, he thought it best to keep the frigates. 
about our coast, 

Mr. W. Smrrn agreed with the gentleman from: 
Rhode Island, that the arming of our merchant ves- 
sels would be a good defence for our commerce; but 
he thought there would be little chance of such a 
measure passing; he suggested to that gentleman, 
therefore, whether it would not be better to cleave: 
to this. As to the amendment, he was doubtful 
of its meaning. Did it mean the frigates might: 
be employed to convoy vessels bound to a foreign 
port, but not within a-certain distance of those 
ports? or did it mean that they should not go fur- 
ther than three miles from the seacoast? He 
thought it very doubtful, and calculated to em- 
barrass the Executive in his proceedings. x 

Mr. Rurienge was of opinion the vessels would 
be of no service, if not used as convoys. He de- 
nied that they could be used to advantage in the 
protection of our coast, since small vessels would. 
run out of their way into the bays and rivers, 
This force might be of great service, he said, in: 
convoying the trade of the United States to a cer-. 
tain latitude, and then returning. The papers of. 
this city had informed them that the port of: 
Charleston is now blockaded up by an English, 
privateer; the citizens there, he said, were in 
agony, and had no relief. Would thi : 
asked, if the frigates were afloat, and properly em: 
ployed? He believed not. i 
vessels being employed as convoys, but there: 
would be a security in these vessels from the re 
spectability of their commanders. If our frigates 
were to meet with those of the British nation 
was it to be supposed they would insult each 
other? No; it was the raseals who commanded pri 
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afraid of the commanders of frigates. 

Mr. R. thought it was wasting of time to be 
conjuring up new phantoms of danger. He thought 
they might safely rely upon the Executive, who 
had given them no cause for distrust. In sea- 
faring language, he wished to launch him fairly, 
since they could not suppose that the liberties and 
interests of his country were not as dear to him as 
to them, and that he would not, therefore, put 
them in jeopardy. 

Mr. N. Smirnu said, were the question to pro- 
tect British property on board our vessels, or to 
say we would force a trade into the rebel ports in 
the West Indies, he should vote against it ; but he 
-understood the question to be no more than this, 
Will you suffer the Executive, when the vessels 
are in a state fit for use, to employ them as he 
shall think proper? When this was simply the 
question, he was so far from doubting, that he was 
: astonished any one should doubt it; for, if Con- 
‘gress were to fix upon what the vessels should be 
employed, three or four months hence, perhaps, a 
different object would appear necessary. Mr. S. 
denied that there was any analogy between the 
galleys and frigates—the one was a temporary, 
and the other a permanent object. He also de- 
nied that the President would be obliged to en- 
force the observance of the French Treaty, if he 
thought there would be danger in doing it. 
` Mr. Nicnouas contended that the frigates and 
other vessels came to them under one proposition, 
and arguments had been used to sopley both as 
convoys; that principle, however, had been given 
“up, but now it was said, if they would not risk 

the use of the frigates as convoys, they would be 
of nouse. He asked the gentleman from South 
Carolina, what would be the consequence if one 
of our frigates were ready and could repair imme- 
diately to Charleston? Would the British priva- 
teer desist from examining the vessels going out 
and in? He supposed she would not, and if oppo- 
sition were given to her, a battle and a war would 
þe the consequence. Nor did he think there would 
be any security from the description of men em- 
ployed on board our frigates; he apprehended 
‘more from them than he should do from men who 
had a less delicate sense of honor. He trusted 
this amendment would be confirmed, or he feared 
the consequences. 

Mr. R. Wituiams felt himself called upon by 
‘what had fallen from the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania respecting his having changed his senti- 
ments since yesterday. The amendments were 
totally different. But the gentleman said, it was 
‘an improper interference with an Executive right; 
if so, it was equally an interference with an Exe- 
cutive right to direct the use of the cutters. The 
amendment had been amended at the suggestion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, but now 
he has found out he does not understand it. When 
che voted for manning the frigates, he did it with 
a view of defending our coasts; but now another 
and different object was assigned them. He was 
ot so apprehensive of our commanders. drawing 
s into war from their too high sense of honor; 
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vateers who caused all the mischief. He was not | but he feared that would be the consequence from 


our situation as to treaties. 

The question on agreeing to this amendment 
was decided in the affirmative—yeas 50, nays 48, 
as follows: 

Yzas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas 
Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, 
Samuel J. Cabell, John Chapman, Thomas Claiborne, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, 
John Fowler, Nathaniel Freeman, jun., Albert Galla- 
tin, William B. Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, 
William B. Grove, John A. Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, 
Jonathan N. Havens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, 
Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, 
Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Tompson 
J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, William Smith, of Pinckney 
District, Richard Sprigg, jun., Richard Stanford, Thos, 
Sumter, John Swanwick, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham 
Venable, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—John Allen, George Baer, jun., James A; 
Bayard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, James Cochran, William Craik, 
Samuel W. Dana, James Davenport, John Dennis, 
George Ege, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, 
Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, William Mat- 
thews, Daniel Morgan, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R; 
Potter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., James Schure- 
man, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sin: 
nickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel 
Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, Geo, Thatcher, 
Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, 
Peleg Wadsworth, and John Williams. E 


The question was then taken on striking out 
the 8th and 9th sections, which provide for nine 
additional vessels of twenty guns each. It was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 72, nays 25,:as 
follows: ' 

Yzas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thos. Blount, 
Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, Samuel: 
J. Cabell, John Chapman, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew 
Clay, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, Thomas T' Davis, 
John Dawson, John Dennis, George Dent, Lucas Elmen- 
dorph, Thomas Evans, Dwight Foster, John. Fowler, 
Nathaniel Freeman, jun., Albert Gallatin, William B, 
Giles, James Gillespic, Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, 
William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe 
Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Thomas Hartley, Jonathan 
N. Havens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Matthew Locke, Samuel Lyman, Matthew 
Lyon, James Machir, Nathaniel Macon, William Mat- 
thews, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John 
Milledge, Daniel Morgan, Anthony New, Jno. Nicholas, 
Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John 
Reed, John Rutledge, jun., James Schureman, Samuel 
Sewall, William Shepard, Tompson. J. Skinner, Thomas 
Sinnickson, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, William 
Smith, of Pinckney District, Richard Sprigg, jun, 
Richard Stanford, Thomas. Sumter, John Swanwick, 
Mark. Thomson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B..Varnum, Abrahani Venable, John 
Williams, and Robert Williams. “nas ee 
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Naxs—John Allen, George 


Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, William Gordon, William Hindman, Heze- 
kiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, Samuel. Sitgreaves, 
William Smith, of Charleston, George Thatcher, Rich- 


ard Thomas, John E. Van Alen, and Peleg Wads- i 


worth. 

Mr. SiraReaves moved to strike out the words, 
“within the jurisdiction of the United States,” 
and to leave to the President the employment of 
the cutters as he pleased. 

This question was negatived—52 to 46, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeas—John Allen, George Baer, jun., James A. 
Bayard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, James Cochran, William Craik, 


Samuel W. Dana, James Davenport, John Dennis, i 
George Dent, George Ege, Thomas Evans, Abiel Fos- | 


ter, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, 


Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, Wm. Hind- | 
man, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John ; 


Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, William 
Matthews, Daniel Morgan, Harrison G. Otis, John Rut 
ledge, jun., James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William 
Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jere- 
miah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, Wm. Smith, of Charles- 
ton, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark Thom- 
son, John E. Van Alen, and Peleg Wadsworth. 
Nays—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas 
Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, 
Samuel J. Cabell, John Chapman, Thomas Claiborne, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, John Fowler, 
Nathaniel Freeman, jun., Albert Gallatin, William B. 
Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, William Barry 
Grove, John A. Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan 
N: ‘Havens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, Matthew 
Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair Mc- 
Clenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, 
John Reed, Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, Wm. 
Smith, of Pinckney District, Richard Sprigg, jun., 


Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, John Swanwick, | 


Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph 
B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, John Williams, and 
Robert Williams. 

-The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the new additional sections relative to the revenue 
cutters. It was carried—82 to 14, as follows: 

Yeas—George Baer, jun., Abraham Baldwin, David 
Bard, James A. Bayard, Theophilus Bradbury, David 
Brooks, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, Samuel J. 
Cabell, Christopher G. Champlin, Thomas Claiborne, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, James Cochran, William 
Craik, Samuel W: Dana, James Davenport, Thomas T. 
Davis, Johu Dennis, George Dent, George Ege, Lucas 
Elmendorph, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, John Fowler, Jonathan Freeman, Nathaniel 
Freeman, jun., Albert Gallatin, James Gillespie, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger 
Griswold, William- B. Grove, John A. Hanna, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Thomas. Hartley, 


Jonathan N. Havens, William Hindman, David Holmes, | 


! Nicholas, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. 
! Potter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., James Schure- 
| man, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sin- 
| nickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel 
Smith, Samuel Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, 
| Richard Sprigg, jun., John Swanwick, Geo. ‘Thatcher, 
| Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, Abram Trigg, John 
| Trigg, John E. Van Alen, Philip Van Cortlandt, Abra- 
‘ham Venable, Peleg Wadsworth, John Williams, and 
| Robert Williams. 

| Nays—John Allen, Thomas Blount, Joshua Coit, 
i John Dawson, William B. Giles, Andrew Gregg, Mat- 
i thew Locke, Nathaniel Macon, Joseph McDowell, 
| Tompson J. Skinner, William Smith, of Pinckney Dis- 
| trict, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, and Joseph B. 
| Varnum. 

Mr. Corr renewed his motion for adding a new 
į section: “to confine the continuance of the act to 
; one year, and from thence to the end of the next 
| session of Congress. 

i Mr. C. said, if gentlemen wished to make the 
| Naval Establishment permanent, he supposed that 
‘part of the bill which relates to the revenue cut- 
| ters was only meant to be temporary. 

Mr. W. Smrru moved to amend the section by 
| confining the limitation to the part relating to the 
| revenue cutters. 

Mr. Gatuatin said, if this motion was carried, 
it would go to negative the other. If this bill 
passed without a limitation clause, it would not 
| only give us a permanent Naval Establishment, 

but would be giving to the President forever a 
| power which the Constitution alone placed in that 
| House, viz: that of fixing the compensations of 
| persons to be employed under this act. It was not 
| now, therefore, a question of confidence, but of 
giving up a right which was a valuable part of 
| the powers committed to them by the Consti- 
| tution. 
| After a few observations from the mover, and 
| Mr. Oris, in favor of the motion, and some objec- 
| tions to it from Messrs. BaLowin, Corr, and Gor- 
DON, it was negatived—55 to 40. 

The amendment of Mr. Corr then recurred. 

Mr. W. Smiru moved to fill up the blank with 
i five, four, three, and two years, which were lost 
| by a considerable majority. The question was 
| then taken on one year, and carried, there being 55 
| votes in favor of it. f 
| The question was then taken on the section as 
amended. 
| This question was carried—53 to 43, as follows: 
| Yxas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thos. Blount, 
i Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, 
| J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John 
i Clopton, Joshua Coit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
| John Dennis, George Ege, Lucas Elmendorph, Thomas 
| Evans, John Fowler, Nathaniel Freeman, jun., Albert. 
| Gallatin, William B. Giles, James Gillespie, Wm. Gor- 
don, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Carter B. Harri- 
son, Jonathan N. Havens, David Holmes, Walter Jones; 
Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel -Macoti, ~ 
Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, 


Demsey Burges, Samuel 
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Daniel Morgan, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Elisha 
R. Potter, John Reed, Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel 
Smith, Wiliam Smith, of Pinckney District, Richard 
Sprigg, jun., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, John 
Swanwick, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, and John 
Williams. f 

Naxs—Jobn Allen, George Baer, jun., James A. 
Bayard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, James Cochran, William Craik, 
Samuel W. Dana, James Davenport, George Dent, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William B. Grove, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, William Hind- 
man, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John 
Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, Harrison 
G. Otis, Josiah Parker, John Rutledge, jun., James 
Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas 
Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathan- 
iel Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, Geo. Thatcher, 
Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, 
Peleg Wadsworth, and Robert Williams. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading to-morrow. 

A confidential Message was received from the 
President of the United States, when the House 
was cleared, and the doors closed, for the purpose 
of reading and taking the proper order with the 
said communication. 


Sarurpay, June 24. 


Mr. GALLATIN presented two petitions; one 
from persons in the vicinity of the Ohio, com- 
plaining of the deficiency in the quantity of land 
purchased from the United States; the other from 
upwards of 100 persons in the same quarter, com- 
plaining that they were not able to become pur- 
chasers at the United States sale from the conspi- 
racy of speculators. Referred to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. J. Smrru, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a report of expir- 
ing laws; the committee also expressed a doubt 
whether the act passed last session for fixing the 
next meeting of Congress on the first of Novem- 
ber. was not superseded by the present extraordi- 
nary meeting. 

A committee was appointed to report a bill on 
the subject of expiring laws, but 

“Mr. Strarzaves thought it unnecessary to ap- 
point a committee on the subject of the law for 
fixing the next meeting of Congress, as he did not 
think the present extra meeting could affect that 
law; since it was the province of the President to 
call extra sessions of Congress; but it was the 
business of Congress to fix the annual meetings, 
and that therefore the two powers could not be 
allowed to infringe upon each other. 

Mr. W. Smita differed in opinion, and wished 
the report to lie upon the table, or a committee to 
: be appointed to concur with the Senate. 

A committee of conference was appointed. 


PURCHASE OF ARMS. 


| arms, reported it as their opinion that the subject 
i should he over till next session. 

| Mr. W. Surry thought the subject important, 
| and wished the report to lie upon the table, which 


was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF TRADE. 


The bill for providing for the protection of the 
commerce of the United States was read the third 
| time, and the blank for filling up the number of 
į men to be employed in the cutters, was filled up 
| with thirty ; on the question being about to be put 
on the passing of the bill, 

Mr. Nicwotas said some statements had been 
| received from the War Department, and ordered 
ito be printed. He had not seen a copy of them, 
but was informed there were yet wanting $197,000 
to complete the frigates. He wished information 
on the subject. 

Mr. Parker read an extract from the account 
| which had been printed. 


4 
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Mr. Nıcuoras wished to know how it happened 
that in four months so great a mistake could have 
| occurred as to the expense of finishing these ves- 
sels. When the last appropriation of $170,000 was 
made, they were told that sum would be sufficient 
to make them fit to receive the men on board, but 
now they were called upon for $197,000 more. 
He thought this matter ought not to pass over 
without inquiry, as he did not like to be drawn 
from step to step to do what, if the whole matter 
| had been seen at first, they might not have con- 
sented to. He trusted this was not intentionally 
done, but he owned it looked very suspicious.. ` 
Mr. Parker believed the estimate of last session 
| was only to make the vessels ready to receive the 
| guns on board, and did not include the guns. 
| Mr. Gauuatin said, as he meant to vote against 
| the passage of the bill, he would briefly state his, 
i reasons for doing so. He knew only of two argu- 
| ments in favor of the bill; the first, that it was 
| necessary during a time of peace to lay the foun- 
| dation of a navy; the other was, that, the frigates 
| being built, it would be proper to man them. As 
i to the propriety of having a navy, he did not mean 
| to go generally into the subject, but he would make 
| a few observations as to our situation for engaging 
iin an establishment of this kind. Suppose ‘that 
| navies were necessary in European nations, to 
i increase their power or to protect their commerce, 
| these considerations did not apply to our present 
circumstances. In order to prove this, it was only 
| necessary to take a view of our revenue, and the 
expense of a fleet. . 
| The amount of revenue, from the Ist of April, 
| 1796, to the Ist of April, 1797, received into. the 
| Treasury, was $7,400,000—a sum which by far- 
‘exceeded that of any former- year; and he did not 
think that the permanent revenue of the United 
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| States could be well extended beyond that sum. 
| For instance, he did not: think that nine millions 


| could be raised from the people without oppression. 


pet : 
| Indeed, by the best calculations. on the quantity of 
‘circulating medium in the country, it was. not 
“Mr. Buount, from the committee appointed to | allowed to exceed eight millions; and he did not 


, Tepòrt on the resolution proposing to purchase | believe that any nation could raise a larger sum-in 
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taxes than was equal to the amount of their circu- | 
lating specie. i 

He should therefore vote against this bill, because | 
he did not believe we could raise revenue equal 
to the expense of supporting a fleet; for, although | 
we had a large capital in hand, we had but a small | 
quantity of circulating medium; and, from our 
scattered situation, that medium circulated much 
slower than in small compact countries; and it 
must be allowed that the quantity of revenue which 
could be raised depended on the amount of circu- 
lating medium. 

In order to show what the expense of a Navy 
might be expected to be, Mr. G. made the follow- 
ing statement of the cost of our three frigates: 


Amount appropriated in 1794 for the 
six frigates, grounded on a calcula- 
tion then made by the committtee, 
of $2,588 per gun, including six 
months provision and three months 
pay > = > 

The above sum was in 1796 appro- 

priated to finish the three frigates, 

together with a sum before appro- 


$688,888 82 


priated for galleys, of  - - 80,000 00 
In 1797 an additional sum was voted, 
of - - - - - 172,000 00 
To which, adding the sum voted for 
‘captains - - - - 10,000 00 
Makes an aggregate of - - $950,888 82 
The sum now requisite to finish the 
frigates is stated as follows: 
Guns and military stores - $94,809 
Hemp, to replace a quantity 
burnt © = - - 16,250 
Laborand tradesmen’sbills* 126,645 
237,704 
‘Deduct the balance of un- 
expended appropriation - 40,068 
—-——— 197,636 00 
Making altogether - $1,148,524 82 
Deduct materials on hand, valued at 


135,074 48 


Total cost of three frigates, as per 
` present estimates and appropria- 
tions - a - $1,014,450 34 


Pay and subsistence for one year is 
stated, by estimate, at ~- - 
Which calculation is made on a sup- 
position that the pay of warrant 
. Officers shall be $14 per month, and 
that the whole amount of pay of 
petty officers and crew shall be 
$10,156 a month ;. but, by the bill, 


$220,000 00 


* In March; 1795, $172,000 were said to be sufficient 
to complete the three frigates. In June, 1797, it is offi- 
cially stated, that, exclusively of money requisite for 
guns and military stores, $126,645 are wanted for the 
same purpose, viz: that of completing the three frigates ; 
therefore; no security that the sum now asked will be 
found sufficient. 


the pay of warrant officers is $20 
a month, and the whole amount of 
pay of petty officers and crew is 
$15,000 per month, which makes 
a yearly increase of - - 


60,000 00 


Making the yearly pay and sub- 


sistence for three frigates  - $280,000 00 
Extraordinaries, including repairs, 
ammunition, &c. - - - 70,000 00 


- $350,000 00 


Total yearly expenditure - 


This statement showed, Mr. G. said, that these 
frigates had cost about £2,000 sterling a gun, though 
the common calculation in Great Britain was only 
half thatsum. If, from building the frigates, they 
turned to the expense of manning them, the same 
conclusion would be drawn. They found that the 
pay of an able-bodied seaman in the British navy 

ad lately been raised from 26s. 6d. to 30s. sterling 
a month, which was $6 66%; but, by the pre- 
sent law, $15,000 a month were allowed for the 
pay of the petty officers, midshipmen, seamen, ordi-. 
nary seamen, and marines, which averaged from 
16 to 17 dollars a man, 

When he heard gentlemen stating the advan- 
tages of the naval strength of Denmark and Swe- 
den to those countries, he could not agree with 
them altogether, though he agreed they had some 
weight; but it was well known that the Grand 
Navy of Portugal had no weight whatever in the 
scale of the large navies of Europe; it did not even 
enable her to protect her trade: for, if either France 
or Great Britain had the superiority in the Med 
terranean, she was under their control. He be- 
lieved Denmark and Sweden had thirty sail of the 
line each, and he wished gentlemen to calculate 
how much it would cost us to have such a Navy. 
A fleet of a few vessels would not then be able to 
afford protection to our trade; and it was wholly 
out of our power to have a fleet equal to that of 
Denmark or Sweden. 3? 

Mr. G. went to the second argument used for 
passing this bill, viz: that the frigates being now » 
built, it would be proper to arm them. He þe- 
lieved the bill to be as unexceptionable and harm- 
less as they could make it, and the only objectio. 
he had to it was the expense. If we were to have 
war, the frigates being built, he should certainly 
think it necessary to man them; and if the bill 
went no farther than to enable the President to 
man them, in case of a war, he would vote for it} 
but it authorized the President to man them, when 
he should think it expedient, and as he has told 
them that they and other vessels were now neces- 
sary, he doubted not he would proceed to man 
them immediately, which he thought would be 
incurring an unnecessary expense. For, if the 
were a declaration of war to-morrow, more men 
could be obtained in three weeks than there coü 
be in a state of peace in three months. He there- 
fore thought it would. be proper to reject the bill, 
though he had no hépes it would be rejected. Du- 
ring the present session, he said, he had voted’for 
a number of things which he did not think ne 


. dollars for a purpose which could be of no use ex- | 
' cept in case of war. 
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cessary, but which were not calculated to do any | 
harm. Hewould gladly have done the same with i 
respect to this; but he could not reconcile himself | 
to the additional expense of half of a million of 


Mr. Swanwick believed the expense of these | 
frigates had been much greater than any future 
ones would be. When they were told they had 
cost £2,000 sterling a gun, it was evident there | 


to finish them, especially when they considered 
the present critical situation of our affairs; for, if 
a general peace did not take place in Europe, the 
war would probably become a maritime war, and 
we might be involved in it. But he was still of 


| opinion that if we must go into an expensive na- 


val establishment for the protection of our com- 
merce, we had better have none. But, say gentle- 
men, where will you find revenue? He believed, 
though we had no armed force, a considerable 


must have been great extravagance in the expense, /commerce would still be carried on, and those 
as merchant vessels might be built as cheaply in | who declined it would turn their attention to agri- 
this country as in any other. He supposed the | culture and manufactures, from which any defi- 
extra expense had been owing to the want of some ciency of revenue would readily be supplied. 

regular establishment to overlook the business,and} It was true, as had been stated, that they had 
because it had been undertaken ata time when | been called upon from time to time for additional 


other nations were at war, and of course when 
materials were very high. Sixteen thousand dol- 
lars worth of hemp had indeed been burnt by ac- 
cident at Boston. As to the terms of seamen, 


| sums to complete these frigates, and he knew not 


when these calls would end. 
Mr. W. went into a calculation of the expense 
of these vessels, and compared the situation of 


though they might at first be high, when the ser- | this country with Europe, and concluded that it 
vice was known he doubted not they would fall. | would be our best policy to stand aloof from all 

But it was said a small naval force would be | foreign Powers. He would, however, go so far 
of no use to us. He thought it would beof great | for the protection-of our commerce as the build- 
use, from our contiguity to the West Indies; as, | ing of six frigates; further he should not choose 


: a fleet would be of to us. 


’ He trusted they did; and these vessels would be | 


‘than eight millions, that our taxes could not ex- 
¡ceed that sum ; as, besides specie, there was a large 
‘quantity of bank paper. Nobody would believe 
that the circulating specie of Great Britain amount- | 


“were to that amount. 


-the use of it. 


‘time Power; and he doubted not that, in time of 
»general peace, armed ships would be built for half 


`: $ He hoped, therefore, when his colleague had ob- 


in case of hostilities committed upon us, by any | to go. 


European Power, we might at once fall upon their 
rich possessions in that quarter. Our experience 
in this war, he said, had proved the use that such 
Indeed, the French 
had frequently charged us with not protecting our 
trade, and seemed to reprimand us for our weak- 
ness. And, when they heard of small row-boats 
taking our merchant Vessels, did not every man 
wish for a small naval force to protect our trade ? | 


of great use in this way. Besides, Mr. S. said, 
can any gentleman believe that the European | 
Powers will be able to keep up their present enor- | 
mous naval establishments for any length of time? | 
He did not believe they could. Mr. S. did not | 
think because our circulating specie was not more 


ed to twenty-five millions; yet their annual taxes 
In England he knew the 
use of a paper medium had been greatly abused ; 
but the abuse of'a thing could not argue against 


Mr. S. was firmly of opinion that, in the course 
of time, this country must become a great mari- 


he price which they had cost. 


tained his wish (in which he had willingly con- 
curred with him) in restricting the use of the ves- 
sels, he would not now vote against the passage of i 
he bill. 

Mr. J. Wittiams said, he had always opposed 
he establishment of a navy, and was the question 
ow. whether or not we should commence a nav 
ie should. certainly be against it ; but,.as the fri- 
gates were so far advanced, he thought they ought 


. 


Mr. Gives was obliged to the gentleman last 
up for his speech against the present bill, though 
he meant to vote for it; he would rather, howev- 
er, that he had spoken in favor, and voted against 
the bill. Mr. G. said he should vote against the 
peme of the bill, and for the reasons assigned 

y that gentleman. He thought a navy would be 
a great evil for this country. Our great interests 
lay in the soil; and if ever the vitals of the coun- 
try were to be drawn together for the purpose ‘of 
protecting our commerce on the sea, he should 
greatly lament it. He believed the despotism’ of 
nations kept pace with the ratio of expense of 
their Governments. He was sorry to say that he 
was more and more convinced that it was the 


i constant aim of some gentlemen in that House to 
| increase the expenses of our Government. 


The 
propriety of establishing a navy had scarcely ever 
been seriously considered; it was first begun un- 
der an alarm, and it had been continually carried 
on by the same means.. Mr. G. adverted to the 
methods employed to raise men by pressing, in-all 
countries where navies were established, and in- 
sisted that navies and press-gangs were insepara- 
able; for, said he, the wages of seamen are now 
thirty dollars a month, and when men are wanted 
for the frigates the price will doubtless be increas- 
ed, and the press-gang must be resorted to, or the 
navy must be abandoned. 

Mr. Harper said, gentlemen seem: to:abandon 
their objections to this bill by admitting that there 
was no probability it would not pass. But why ? 
Because a majority of the House either think the 
measure is proper in itself, or from. the’ partic- 
ular circumstances of this country. It was surely 
a singular instance of modesty- in gentlémen, after 
this concession, to argue against the passing of the 
bill. : : ; 
Mr.. H. did hot admit. that these frigates were 
commenced: from. an idea of laying the foünda- 
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tion of a large Navy Establishment, but from par- 
ticular circumstances; and, said he, shall we, at 
a time when we are threatened with danger. aban- 
don them? He trusted.not; such conduct would 
be absurd in the extreme, and imply a character 
of imbecility which he hoped their councils would 
never deserve. 

Mr. H. agreed that our Government depended 
upon the affections of the people for its support ; 
but how were these affections to be gained? It 
was by protecting them with a dignified, enlarged, 
and confirmed policy. By these means the coun- 
try would become strong; and if the people saw 
their Government, from the paltry idea of ex- 
pense, abandon its rights, they would not care what 
became of it. 

The principles of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania would be correct if national rights, dignity, 
and honor, could be settled by counting-house cal- 
culations. If so, all Governments might be aban- 
doned; no public measure could be carried into 
effect; since it could not be said of any that it 
produced as much money as it cost. But if they 
were useful in protecting the rights and liberties 
of the country, they were certainly more to be 
prized than money. 

_ Mr. H. denied that navies in every country were 
supported by press-gangs: those of Holland, Swe- 
den, Denmark, France, and Portugal, were sup- 
ported without impressment; and in England a 
very small proportion of the men employed on 
board their fleet were impressed. It was only in 
sudden emergencies that this practice was resort- 
ed to. All that would be necessary in this country, 
would be to give somewhat higher wages than 
the British. He hoped, therefore, the bill would 

ass. 

r Mr. Auten said, he had some objection to the 
passing of the bill, but his objections were to the 
amendments which had been introduced into it, 

et he did not know but he should vote for it’ 
He thought there was a provision in the bill 
which went to prostrate this Government. He al- 
luded to that part of it which directed the manner 
in which this force should be used. He consider- 
ed this as a violation of the Constitution, besides 
carrying upon the face of it an idea that one of 
the branches of this Government could not be 
trusted with the exercise of its power. Was it 
possible, he asked, for a Government to exist, when 
this confidence was refused to one of its branches 2 
‘What were the people of the United States, and 
abroad, to think of this? Would not the people 
of this country think it their duty to destroy a 
power which could not be trusted; ‘and would not 
foreigners despise it? If seemed as if this were 
the intention of gentlemen. 

Mr. A. also objected to the clause limiting the 
duration of this bill; since this went to say that 
they not only distrusted the other branches of the 
Government, but themselves. A thing which 
must in its nature be perpetual, was there limited. 
He deprecated the idea of expense being an ob- 
jection to this measure. Our emancipation from 
the chains of Great Britain, he said, was attended 
with a great expense; but was it not believed that 


the liberty and independence of this country were 
of superior value to money? He trusted they 
were. He could only suppose, therefore, that men 
who objected against the expense, must themselves 
be sordid and avaricious. If these frigates had 
been provided four years ago, he believed all our’ 
present difficulties would have been prevented, and 
a sum vastly less than that of which we had been 
robbed would have done the business. Mr. A. de- 
nied that ships of war could now be built in Eng- 
land for £1,000 a-gun; that was formerly the 
price, but they now cost £1,500 per gun. 

Mr. A. concluded that it was not wonderful 
that men who had been opposed to every valuable 
measure which had been brought forward since.. 
the existence of the Government, should also be $ 
opposed to this. 

Mr. Brooxs said, he should vote for this bill, be- 
cause he believed a naval force must sooner or 
later be the real defence of this country ; because, 
if he were not in favor of a Naval Establishment, 
the frigates being so nearly completed, he should 
wish to complete them; and, because, upon a re- 
view of our situation, he could not think we were 
free from danger in respect to our foreign relations, . 
and that though three frigates would not be an 
ample defence, they would be better than none. 

Mr. Gites wished to make a remark or two © 
upon what had fallen from the gentleman from 
Connecticut, though he by no means meant to 
follow him through all his ravings; he had charged 
this bill with being a violation of the Constitution, 
yet, in the next breath, said he should vote for it. 
He would remind that gentleman 
tion oath, wherein he had sworn 
Constitution. 


he had before said about ali navies being support- 
ed, more or less, by means of impressment. k 
Mr. Nıcnoras had always been of opinion, that 
the expense of these frigates was a useless expens 
he did not believe a case could happen, exe 
within our own jurisdiction, where these ve 
sels could be of advantage to us; but notwith 
standing this was his opinion, he should vote fé 
the passing of this bill, because he saw the sent 
ments of that House and the public were stronglh 
in its favor, from a persuasion that the measure 
was necessary, and that the thing would be a con 
tinual topic of dispute until it was carried i 
effect. : 
He was willing, therefore, to let the vessels go 
to sea, believing that nothing short of actual e 
rience would convince the supporters of this mea: 
sure that it was useless, expensive, and injurious; 
and hoping that by one year’s experience of the 
plaything, finding that money was of greater value 
than the frigates, all parties would concur inre- 
linquishing it. 
Mr. Sewatu said, that the arguments which h 
been used against this bill for the protection of the 
trade of the United States, went to show thi 
commerce was useless, and that the protecti 
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` of it would be expensive beyond any profit 
which could be derived from it; and some who 
voted for the passing of the bill, did it from the 
professed motive of-giving the thing a trial, that it 
might afterwards be abandoned. Gentlemen who 
depended upon agriculture for every thing, he said, 
need not put themselves to the expense of protect- 
ing the commerce of the country ; commerce was 

‘able to protect itself, if they would only suffer it 

to do so. Let those States which live by com- 
-merce be separated by the Confederacy. [Mr. 
~-Varnoum wished to know whether this was in or- 

der.] Mr. S. went on. He had in his eye people 
‘who lived by commerce, and he could not under- 
stand that they lived by the mere good will of the 
Union. Let them, said he, be abandoned, but let 
it be done before they are reduced to poverty and 
wretchedness. Their collected industry and prop- 
erty were equal to their own protection, and let 
other parts of the Confederacy take care of them- 
“selves. 

Mr. Macon thought the gentleman had better 
lay a resolution on the table to produce the effect 
“he wished. This was such language as he had 
never before heard in that House. 

"The Speaker declared the gentleman had been 
¿“wholly out of order. 


Mr. Gatuarin rose to observe, upon what had 

fallen from the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
when the SPEAKER interrupted him, saying, that 
all remarks upon what had fallen from that gen- 
 tleman, would be equally out of order. Upon Mr. 
- Gs observing, he did not mean to say any thing 
upon the subject of a separation, he was suffered 
proceed. 
‘He said his opposition to this bill did not arise 
from a disinclination to protect commerce; he 
looked upon the interests of agriculture and com- 
merce as intimately connected; but it was because 
he believed these frigates would not afford that 
protection which was expected from them. 


The question was then taken on the passing of 
e bill, and decided in the atlirmative—yeas 78, 
ays 25, as follows: 


Yxas—John Allen, George Baer, jr, Theophilus 
‘Bradbury, David Brooks, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Bur- 
ges, Christopher G. Champlin, James Cochran, Wil- 
Jiam Craik, Samuel W. Dana, James Davenport, Tho- 
mas T. Davis, John Dennis, George Dent, George Ege, 
Lucas Elmendorph, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
Dwight Foster, John Fowler, Jonathan Freeman, 
Nathaniel Freeman, jr, James Gillespie, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, 
‘William B. Grove, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe 
arper, Carter B. Harrison, Thomas Hartley, William 
jndman, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James 
H: Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Edward Livingston, 
Samuel Lyman, Matthew Lyon, James Machir, Wil- 
iam Matthews, John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, John 
Nicholas, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. 
otter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., James Schure- 
an, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sin- 
ckson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel 
nith, William Smith, of Charleston, Richard Sprigg, 
John Swanwick,.George Thatcher, Richard Thom- 

Mark Thomson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, John 


5th Con.—13 


E. Van Alen, Philip Van Cortlandt, Peleg Wadsworth, 
John Williams, and Robert Williams. 

Nays—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas 
Blount, Richard Brent, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew 
Clay, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, John Dawson, Albert 
Gallatin, William B. Giles, Andrew Gregg, Jonathan 
N. Havens, Walter Jones, Matthew Locke, Nathaniel 
Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, Antho- 
ny New, Tompson J. Skinner, William Smith, of Pinck- 
ney District, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Joseph 
B. Varnum, and Abraham Venable. 

The title was altered from “ An act for the pro- 
tection of the trade of the United States,” to “An 
act providing a Naval Armament.” 


ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATIONS, 


A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury was read. It calls for sundry additional 
appropriations to the amount of $559,572. It was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. : i : 


LAYING AN EMBARGO. 


Mr. W. Smita said, in the year 1794, when 
this country had a misunderstanding with Great 
Britain, it was thought proper to invest the. Presi- 
dent with power to lay an embargo, if necessary, 
during the recess of Congress. He proposed to 
trust him with a similar power at present, and, for 
that purpose, proposed the following resolution: . 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to pre- 
pare and report a bill empowering the President of the 
United States to lay and revoke embargoes during the 
recess of Congress.” Ea 


Ordered, To lie upon the table. 


DUTIES ON WINES AND SPIRITS. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill for laying licenses upon retailers of for- 
eign wines and spirits. The bill underwent some 
discussion as to the propriety of making the price 
of licenses the same to large and small venders, 
and as to the amount to be charged upon the li- 
censes for retailing the different descriptions of 
wine. 

The difference between the present bill and that 
now proposed, is, that by that now in force, one 
license is only taken for selling all sorts of wine 
and spirits; whereas, by the new bill, a separate 
license is to be taken out for every kind of foreign 
wine and spirits sold. ‘ nae 

The committee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


Monpay, June 26. 


Lews R. Morais, from Vermont, and LEMUEL 
Benton, from South Carolina, appeared, produced 
their credentials, were qualified, and took. their 
Seats. 


DUTIES ON WINES AND SPIRITS, 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for laying a duty on licenses 
for selling foreign wines and spirits by retail After 
some amendments of little importance, except a 
section to limit the duration of the act till the year 
1801 may be considered’ as important, (on which 
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question some debate took place,) the committee 
rose and reported the bill with the amendments. 


The House took up the amendments, when the | tax laid upon the professors of the law in Massa- 


amendment agreed to in the Committee of the 
Whole, to reduce the allowance to the collectors 
of the duties from five to two and a-half per cent., 
(the compensation made by the present law,) was 
negatived by the vote of the Speaker. there being 
41 for it, and 41 against it. 

The clause limiting the act to the year 1801 
was carried, 41 to 38. f 

A proposition was renewed by Mr. Oris, which 
had been made by the Speaker in Committee of 
the Whole, to confine the licensés to four, instead 
of having one for each kind of wine and spirits, 
viz: one for all kinds of white wine, another for 
all kinds of red; one for foreign spirits distilled 
from the grape, and one for every other kind of 
foreign spirits. That for wine was negatived, 44 
to 34; that for spirits, 42 to 37. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

SUNDRY BILLS. 


A message was received from the Senate refusing 
a conference on the law fixing the next meeting of 
Congress in November. 

The bill for continuing in force several acts 
about expiring, was read a first and second time, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
to-morrow. 

«Mr. Varnom moved that the Members should 
make-out their accounts, respectively, of the days 
they attended Congress, and of the days they were 
prevented by sickness; also of the distance to their 
respective homes. Laid on the table. 

THE STAMP DUTY. 


“The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
‘on the bill for laying duties on stamped vellum, 
parchment, and paper; when, the first section be- 
ing ‘under consideration, 

Y. Krrrera moved to add, “any certificates of 
naturalization —— dollars,” as he thought foreign- 
ers, who were admitted to all the rights of citizens 
under this Government, could not be against pay- 
ing a small tax on their admission to this right. 

Mr. Macon thought this tax would fall very 
heavy upon persons who came into this country 
to live by their labor—many of whom were not 
able to pay their passage, but were indented by 
those who brought them for a number of years; 
and who, if this tax were paid, would have so 
much longer to serve. 

Mr. Brooxs did not see this objection, as such 

ersons might labor all their lives without becom- 
ing naturalized. 

Mr. Gorbon said, that by the naturalization act, 
no foreigner could be admitted to the rights of a 
citizen until he had been five years in the country, 
and therefore the objections of the gentleman from 
North Carolina.could not have any weight. 

The amendment was carried. 

Mr. Swanwick moved to strike out‘five dollars, 
and insert ten, for licenses to practise as a coun- 
sellor, attorney; &c. He thought, if these. gentle- 
men were taxed at all, ten dollars would be as low 
a sum as they could well fix upon for the purpose. 


Mr. Varnum thought the tax should be much 
higher, if imposed at all. He spoke of the high 


chusetts. 

The amendment was carried, there being 53 in 
favor of it. 

Mr. Cocuran wished the tax to extend to law- 
yers who practised in the State Courts, as well as 
to those who practised in the Courts of the United 
States. 

Mr. Nicuovas objected to this proposition. The 
lawyers, in some of the States, were already very 
highly taxed; besides, he doubted the right of the 
United States to tax the lawyers of the State 
Courts, as they were. necessary in the State Gov- 
ernments. 

Mr. Swanwick did not expect any objection 
could have been made to a tax so reasonable, es- 
pecially when the bill proposed to tax merchants 
so heavily; they would not be able to turn them- 
selves without a stamp, and surely the lucrative 
profession of the law could not think much of 
paying this low tax. It was said, indeed, that the 
merchant did not ultimately pay the duty, but the 
consumer; and he doubted not the lawyers would 
not fail to find out a way of making their clients 
pay the duty. 

Mr. Dennis objected to this tax on the same 
ground with the gentleman from Virginia. Ifa 
tax of this kind, he said, were laid upon the law- 
yers of the State Courts, it might be extended to 
any other officer of the Government, and thereby 
annihilate the State Governments. 

Mr. Livineston was in favor of the amend- 
ment, because he thought the State lawyers a fair 
object of taxation. He denied that it would be 
unconstitutional, or that it would operate hardly 
upon a particular class of men. It was not laid 
upon any particular class; but upon an instru- 
ment which, indeed, to exercise their professions, 
lawyers would be obliged to have; but it might ‘as 
well be said that the tax upon rum and sugar 
would fall heavily upon the sellers of those arti 
cles, and that therefore no rum or sugar would be 
sold. The one tax fell upon the consumer, and 
the other upon the client. In the State of New 
ee Mr. L. said, the lawyers were not taxed 
at all. ; 

Mr. McDowe tu said, when he seconded the mo- 
tion for striking out “five” for the purpose of in= 
serting “ten,” he did not intend the tax to be ex: 
tended to the practices in State Courts; nor did 
he think the Constitution would warrant such‘a 
extension of it. A 

Mr. Srrereaves was in favor of the amend- 
ment; he wished to fix the principle. He thought. 
that the State lawyers were a fair object of taxa- 
tion, and that the profits of their business would: 
very well bear it. But there was reason for mak 
ing a distinction between the two cases. H 
thought there would be a hardship in extending 
the tax to practisers in county courts, as tha 
would cause it to fall in some places very heavily: 
For instance, in Pennsylvania, there must bea” 
separate admission into every court of every coun= 
ty; so that one man would probably have to pay. 
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to the amount of from two to three hundred dol- 
lars on account of this tax. He hoped the motion 
would be postponed for the present, and modified. 
He would do it himself, if time were given. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. Srrarsaves said, he understood that deeds 
= for the conveyance of lands would have been 
-+ amongst the articles taxed. He thought such a 


tax would be an eligible one, and in order to learn | 


what were the objections to it, he proposed to add to 
the bill, “any deed for the conveyance of real es- 
tate —— dollars.” i 
Mr. R. WiLurams said, this proposition had 
been rejected in the Committee of Ways and 
‘Means, on the ground that such a tax would clash 
with the jurisdiction of the States. He had the 
same objection to this that he should have to lay- 
‘ing a tax upon the Statelawyers. To say a deed, 
‘which was legal by the laws of a State, could not 
be received in evidence, except it was stamped, 
To be tantamount to the repealing of a State 
“law. 
Mr. W. Smrra said, this subject had been fre- 
. quently under discussion, both in the Committee 
_of Ways and Means, and in that House. On this 
oceasion, the majority of the Committee of Ways 
and Means was against laying a tax on deeds. 
He was in the minority. There was a provision, 
Mr. S. said, which declared that no paper upon 


which a duty was imposed by this act should be | 


clause which allowed them to be admitted, on pay- 
ment of ten dollars over and above the duty there- 

upon payable. He thought the tax would be a 

vety good.and a very profitable one. 

: Mr. Corr thought this was a tax which should 


Mr. GiLes was opposed to this amendment, as 
interfering with the Governments of the several 
States. All lands (except such as had been sold by 
the United States) were held from the States; and 
if this tax were to be agreed to, he believed the State 
Courts would not refuse to admit a deed in evi- 

nce which was not stamped. Nothing would 


e so much alarm to the States as a subject of 


s sort. 


| original grant, before his title could be said to be a 
goodone. He did not doubt the people being able 
to pay the tax; it was the principle which he con- 
| tended against, which, if carried into effect, would 
cause a clashing of the authorities of the two Gov- 
;ernments. . If the United States could lay a tax of 
this sort, they might lay a tax upon every commis- 
sion issued by a State. 

Mr. Nicuo.as did not see the smallest difference 
| between the two cases which had been stated. And 
| when they came to the 13th section, he should en- 
deavor to prove that to saya piece of paper should 
not be received in evidence in a court, which was 
lawful to be received by the laws of the State, 
| would be a violation of State sovereignty. He 
was not of opinion, with the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, that they should take up the subject par- 
tially, rather than not pass the bill. He ‘thought 
it best to consider a tax upon its broadest basis. 
It was not fair to exclude anything which stood 
upon the same ground. He wished the principle 
to be thus fairy tested. He should, therefore, vote 
for the tax on deeds. 

Mr. Lyon hoped, that if this tax was agreed to, 
purchases of a small amount would be excluded. 

Mr. Swanwick said there would doubtless be'a 
difference made in the duty between large and small 
purchases. He also disagreed with the gentlenian 
from Connecticut. The principle, he said, was 
either right or not; if it were right, it should be - 
| made general ; if not,it ought not to be adopted. 

The question was put, and negatived, 47 to 32. 

On motion, the committee rose, and. had: leñve 
to sit again. 

PROTECTION OF TRADE. 
A message from the Senate was received, in- 


forming that they had concurred in some of ‘the 
amendments, and rejected others made by“ this 
| House to the bill for the protection of the trade ‘of: 
| the United States. It appears that they have non- 
concurred in all the amendments which went’ to 
prohibit the purchase of twenty-gun ships, and re- 
straining the frigates from being employed as 
convoys, 


Tuespay, June 27. 
| DUTIES ON WINES AND SPIRITS. 


The bill for laying licenses upon the retailers of 
foreign wine and spirits was read the third time, 
when— 

Mr. Reep moved to recommit the bill, inorder 
to reduce the sums to be paid for the licenses. 

Mr. Varnum called for the yeas and nays upon 
its passage. 

Mr. Sxinner considered the bill as laying a tax 
| upon the lower order ofthe people, to the exclusion 
of the rich. This was, in some degree, the case 
under the former bill, but much more sé.under this. 
It would destroy the business of thousands of indivi- 
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licenses than he who retailed but one. The price 
ofthe license, therefore, could not be added to the | 
price of the article. If the duty were to be laid at 
so much a gallon, whether persons sold little or 
much, they would be upon the same footing. If one 
license had been directed to be taken out at the | 
price of the whole seven, he believed it would have | 
been more productive. He cited the example of 
Massachusetts to prove this. Considering the bill, 
therefore, as he did, to be oppressive, and that the 
situation of the country did not require it, he should 
vote against the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays upon its passage were then 
taken, and stood—yeas 56, nays 27, as follows: 


Yzas—John Allen, Thomas Blount, Theophilus | 
Bradbury, David Brooks, John Chapman, Matthew | 
Clay, James Cochran, Joshua Coit, James Davenport, 
John Dawson, John Dennis, George Dent, Thomas | 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, John Fowler, j 
‘Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, James Gillespie, 
¿Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, | 
Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, Car- 
ter B. Harrison, Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, 
David Holmes, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Samuel-Lymah, James Machir, John Milledge, Daniel 
Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, John N icholas, Josiah 
‘Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John Rutledge, jr., Thomas 
Sinnickson, Samucl Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Na- 
thaniel Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, William 
Smith, of Pinckney District, Richard Stanford, Thomas 
Sumter, John. Swanwick, George Thatcher, Richard 
Thomas, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, John E. Van Alen, 
Peleg’ Wadsworth, and Robert Williams. 
< Naxys—George Baer, jr., David Bard, Lemuel Ben- 
ton, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, 
Thomas Claiborne, John Clopton, William Craik, 
. Thomas T. Davis, Lucas Elmendorph, Nathaniel Free- 
«man, jr, Jonathan N. Havens, Edward Livingston, 
»Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Blair McClenachan, 
-» Joseph. McDowell, Anthony New, Harrison G. Otis, 
John Reed, Tompson J. ‘Skinner, Richard Sprigg, jr., | 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham 
“Venable, and John Williams. 
_. The bill to continue in force the acts and see- 
tions of acts therein mentioned, was read the third 
“time-and passed. 

The bill for appointing agents to carry into effect 
the 6th article of the British Treaty was received | 
from the Senate. with amendments. They were, to 
strike out the Attorney General from the different 

parts of it, so as to make the agents appointed 
independent of him. They were taken up and 
disagreed to. 


“ “PROTECTION OF TRADE. 


The bill ‘yesterday received from the Senate for 

a Naval Armament, with their disagreement to all 
“the amendments of any importance, was taken up. | 
when—- l | 

Mr. New said he wished to get rid of this bill, | 
and therefore moved that it be postponed till the | 
first Monday in November. 

Mr. W. Sarr did not expect that, after so much 
time had been spent upon this important bill, a mea- 
sure of this kind would have been proposed. He 
called for the yeas and nays upon ‘it. 

Mr. Nicnoxas hoped they should go on to consi- 
der the amendments. 


`. Nays—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Abraham Bald- 


The question on postponing the consideration 
was taken, and decided—yeas 29, nays 61, as fol- 
lows: 


Yzas—David Bard, Lemuel Benton, Thomas Blount, 
Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Tho- 
mas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Joshua 
Coit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John Fowler, 
Nathaniel Freeman, jr., Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, 
Jonathan N. Havens, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, 
Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDow- 
ell, Anthony New, Tompson J. Skinner, Wm. Smith, 
of Pinckney District, Richard Stanford, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Abraham Venable. 

Nays—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Abraham Bald- 
win, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Christopher 
G. Champlin, James Cochran, William Craik, James 
Davenport, Jolin Dennis, George Dent, Lucas Elmen- 
dorph, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, 
James Gillespie, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
William Gordon, Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Thomas 
Hartley, William Hindman, David Holmes, Hezekiah 
L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, Walter Jones, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Edward Livingston, Samuel Lyman, James 
Machir, William Matthews, John Milledge, Daniel Mor- 
gan, Lewis R. Morris, John Nicholas, Harrison G. Otis, 
Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., James 
Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas 
Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Na- 
thaniel Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, Richard 
Sprigg, jr, John Swanwick, George Thatcher, Rich- 
ard Thomas, Mark Thomson, Abraham Trigg, John 
Trigg, John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, John 
Williams, and Robert Williams. 


The amendments were then taken up, and the 
first being under consideration, viz: that prohibit- 
ing the frigates from being used as convoys 

Mr. W. Smrru moved to recede from this amend- 
ment. The motion was negatived—48 to 46. 

Mr. Nicuouas then moved to adhere. 

This motion occasioned some debate, on the 
ground of propriety ; as it appears the usual mode 
is, in such cases, for the House to insist; after 
which, a conference takes place: whereas an ad- 
herence precludes conference, as the Senate must 
then either recede, or the bill is lost. 

The question was taken on adhering, by yeas 
and nays—46 to 50, as follows: 

Yeras—David Bard, Lemuel Benton, Thomas Blount, 
Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, Samuel 
J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clop- 
ton, Joshua Coit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, John Fowler, Na- 
thaniel Freeman, Jr., Albert Gallatin, William B. Giles, 
James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Carter 
B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, David Holmes, Wal- 
ter Jones, Edward Livingston, Matthew Locke, Matthew 
Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph 
McDowell, John Milledge, Anthony New, John Nicho-. 
las, Tompson J. Skinner, William Smith, of Pinckney 


| District, Richard Sprigg, jr- Richard Stanford, Thomas: 


Sumter, John Swanwick, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 


-Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Abraham S 


Venable: 


win, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Christopher: 
Ge Champlin, ‘James Cochran, William Craik, Samuel” 
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W. Dana, James Davenport, John Dennis, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Ro- 
ger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, 
William Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Im- 
lay, John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, 
William Matthews, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, 
Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John 
Reed, John Rutledge, jr., James Schureman, Samuel 
Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel 
Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathanicl Smith, William 
Smith, of Charleston, George Thatcher, Richard Thom- 
as, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wads- 
worth, John Williams, and Robert Williams. 


The striking out of the eighth and ninth sec- 
tions, which related to the providing of nine ves- 
sels of twenty guns each, came next under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. W. Smira hoped they should recede from 
this amendment, as circumstances might arise du- 
ring the recess, which might require these vessels 
before the frigates could be got ready. There was 
a bill for providing galleys, but he was doubtful 
whether it would pass. He wished power, there- 
fore, to be given to the President to equip these 
vessels. He believed merchant vessels might be 
purchased for the purpose, and that they would be 
necessary for the protection of our bays and rivers. 

The motion was put and negatived; and mo- 
` tions to recede from all the other amendments 
` shared the same fate. 

_ A committee of three was appointed to confer 
With the Senate on the subject of their difference. 


DUTIES ON STAMPS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill laying dutics on stamped 
vellum, parchment, and paper, when 

Mr. Nicuo.as moved to strike out the clause 
exempting bank notes from duty, as he could see 
no reason why notes upon which a profit was 
made, should be exempted from duty more than 
others. He trusted all notes would be placed on 
the same footing. 

Mr. W. Surry hoped gentlemen did not mean, 
by moving to strike out this exemption, to destroy 
the bill. He thought the observation of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut yesterday, against em- 
barrassing the bill by doubtful objects, had weight. 
On this ground, though he was before of opinion 
deeds ought to have been inserted, he did not vote 
for inserting them. He trusted the gentleman had 
not fully considered the subject, and that when he 
did so, he would not persist in his motion. 

Mr. Nicuouas believed if the favorite object of 
every gentleman were to be exempted; there would 
be nothing left upon which to lay a tax. If to 
Oppose this, were to defeat the bill, he meant to 
defeat it ; as he wished the tax to go to all objects 
of the same kind. . He had no idea of favoring one 
-interest at the expense of another ; he hoped, there- 
fore, his amendment would be agreed to. 

Mr. Lyon expected the gentleman from South 
€arolina was about to have given some reasons 
Why bank notes ought not to be taxed as well-as 
others; but he. was disappointed. He believed 


those who issued these notes got a good profit from 
them, and that it was, therefore, reasonable they 
should pay their proportion towards the support 
of Government. 

Mr. W. Smita thought the tax an improper one. 
Banks were taxed in another part of the bill, on 
the transfer of their shares. A tax on bank notes, 
he said, would introduce a vast deal of confusion’ 
throughout the country. As for himself he did 
not care any thing about it; but he believed, if it 
were agreed to, it would produce so many objec- 
tions against the bill as to prevent its passing. __ 

Mr. Brooks was against stamping bank notes, 
as they were not stamped in any country what- 
ever. Indced they were different from other notes, 
as they were the representatives of specie; they 
might, therefore, as well stamp dollars or guineas. 
In short, the subject was too important and intri- 
cate to be gone into at this late period of ‘the 
session. 

Mr. VENABLE said, in proportion as the tax was 
general, it would be just. What was the object 
of the bill? It was to tax that right which ani 
individual possesses in society, of transferring his 
property, and the evidences of it; it was also.to 
tax him for the right he had of using his credit, 
Though the argument of the gentleman last up 
might appear specious, that a bank note was. the 
representative of specie, it was not very solid;.it 
was the representative of the credit of the. bank, 
and circulated for its interest. An individual, if 
he had sufficient credit, might issue notes as well 
as a corporation; and, in that case, his notes. would: 
be charged with the duty, whilst those of a corpo- 
ration would not. From whence, said Mr.:V., is 
this reasoning drawn? It was drawn from the 
doctrine of favoritism—it was meant to favor-the 
‘| moneyed interest, which was already sufficiently 
encouraged by their incorporation. Thereseemed 
to be no objection to the principle; but merely: to: 
the convenience of thething. If it could be shown 
that the tax would materially operate upon the 
circulation of bank notes, so as to injure the ope 
ration of money transactions, it might have some 
weight with him; but it was none, to say this bill 
must pass, and therefore let us avoid any thing in 
which there may be any difficulty. Such asser- 
tions went only to this, where you.can tax the 
property of an individual, do it; but do not med 
dle with corporations, as this would be attended: 
with some difficulty. He wished, if the bill passed, 
that it should operate equally. 

Mr. Coit wished the gentleman from Virginia 
would withdraw his motion, until he took the. 
sense of the committee upon one ‘which he pro- 
posed to make, and which wascaleulated, if agreed 
to, to supersede the one he had made. © He would 
state what it was. It was ‘his opinion that small 
notes should be exempted from duty. He should 
propose, therefore, that there should ‘be charged: on 
all notes exceeding fifty dollars-and ‘not exceeding 
one hundred dollars, ten cents, and that all of less 
value should. go free. ed 
-After a few remarks upon this motion, in which - 
it was observed that it would defeat the billen- 
tirely, as it Would only be to make so many more 
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notes: at fifty dollars, if the sum were larger, Mr. 
Corr consented that the fifty should be struck out 
and left blank; when the question was taken and 
negatived, there being only twenty-five votes for 
it. 

Mr. Nicno.as renewed his motion. 

Mr. Srrereaves hoped it would not prevail. It 
had been admitted that if it could be proved that 
the stamping of bank notes would embarrass their 
circulation, it would be a good objection to the 
tax. He believed he could easily show that it 
would not only impede their circulation, but de- 
preciate their value. The tax would not certainly 
be made to operate upon notes already issued, but 
upon those issued after the act took place ; so that 
it would be necessary that every citizen through- 
out the United States should be acquainted with 
the date of their law, which would do away all 
confidence in bank paper. The result of this un- 
certainty would be that the banks would have to 
call in all their outstanding notes, which would 
cause an immediate depreciation of their value. 
He trusted, therefore, that so objectionable a 
measure would not be entered upon. 

Mr. Gavvatin said he had had his doubts with 
respect to the propriety of stamping bank notes ; he 
was not sure whether it might not have a dan- 
gerous effect on their circulation. On a further 
consideration of the subject, however, all his doubts 
had vanished. He now thought this amendment 
essential, just, and right. Indeed, when they pro- 
posed to lay a stamp duty upon all bills and notes, 
there appeared to be no good reason why the notes 
of -any incorporation whatever should be excepted. 
He had heard only one objection ; which was, that 
these notes differed essentially from others, because 
they were the real representatives of specie kept 
in the bank from whence they were issued. He 
could not see the distinction endeavored to be 
drawn. Private notes were always given for some 
consideration, whether for cash or other property, 
was of no consequence to them. Indeed, if they 
turned.their attention to the nature of bank notes, 
they would be found to be a very fair object of 
taxation. 

Where an individual gave his note, it was not 
likely that he would derive any profit from it; 
many of such notes were what was called “ accom- 
modation notes;” all were acknowledgments of 
debt, and therefore no proof of wealth; but bank 
notes. were never issued except to produce a profit 
to the bank, therefore, to exempt them from duty, 
would be to exempt those which were best entitled 
to pay: 

The only objection would be, any inconveni- 
ence which might take place to counterbalance the 
benefit to be derived from the tax. It had been 
supposed that a depreciation would take place in 
the value of the notes in consequence of this tax. 
In order to show that this was not probable, he 
supposed the tax would be laid. 

..Bank notes were issued and reissued ; but when 
an individual gave a note, after it was paid, there 
was an end of it:. Bank notes. might be issued 
twenty times, or oftener; it was necessary, there- 
fore, to tax them in a different way*from other 


might be allowed for this purpose. 
way in which all. the banks in England, except 


were merely entered upon the bank books. 
discounted not-only with those deposites, but wit 

their notes, which was the reason why they made 
dividends of nine and ten per cent. 
of deposites in the bank books was generally 
larger than the amount of notes in circulation. It 


notes. He supposed the same provision might 
be adopted here as was adopted in England. They 
might be allowed to be issued for a certain number 
of years—say three. This would remedy every 
kind of inconvenience arising from reissuing. As 
to notes now in circulation, the way to prevent 
inconvenience would be to fix the time after which - 
all notes should be renewed by stamped notes. The 
consequence would be, that all notes would, by 
degrees, be returned to the bank, and no difficulty 
would arise from doing so. Six or nine months 
This was the 


the Bank of England, were subject to the stamp 


duty ; that bank, he believed, had paid a certain 
sum to be excused from the tax. Perhaps the same 


privilege might be allowed here. 

In laying this tax, Mr. G. said, they should not 
tax the money transactions of banks equal to those 
of individuals. There were deposites made in 
banks for which no notes were issued,but which 
The 


The amount 


was so with all the banks in Philadelphia, except | 
it might be the Bank of the United States. 

By laying a stamp duty, therefore, upon bank 
notes, they did not lay a tax upon all the money = 
transactions of a bank; he believed not more than — `; 
upon one third, or at most not more than one half 
of what they traded upon beyond their capital; 
for a bank he said did not touch its capital in any 
other way than in discounts. Their notes were is- 
sued upon the deposites from individuals ; it would 
therefore be highly unjust to except these notes 
from the proposed duty. : 

As to what had been said about a duty being 
laid upon transfer of bank shares, that had nothing 
to do with the present question. 

Mr. Nicwoxas noticed what had fallen from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania on the, subject of: 
depreciation, and showed by the regulations under 
ea the tax would be paid, that it could not take 
place. 

Mr. RurLepee thought bank notes a proper ob- 
ject of taxation, and had not heard one good rea- 
son why they should be exempted from the pro- 
posed duty. The argument of his colleague (Mr. 
SMITH, ) that bank notes now in circulation would 
be affected, and their currency checked, he would 
answer, by observing that the duty could not ope- 
rate upon notes now in circulation; it was not: 
proposed to have them called in, but to have those 
stamped which shall be issued after a certain day.. 
He did not think the weight and importance which 
generally attach to the observations of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Srrerzaves) attac: 
to those now offered by him. With respect to the 
circulation of bank notes being embarrassed by the 
necessity there would be for the people at large 
being acquainted with the date of the law ,the ob- 
jection would apply to private as well as bank 
notes. The Sat throughout the country must in- 
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form themselves, and the most ignorant will inform 
themselves of the date of the act; and, whenever 
a bank note or a private note shall be offered to 
them, they will always inquire if it was issued 
subsequent or previous to a certain day. The gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Brooxs) was cer- 
tainly incorrect in saying that “bank paper was 
not stamped in any country whatever.” In Great 
Britain, Mr. R. said, the paper of all private banks 
is stamped ; that of the Bank of England has been 
exempted from the stamp duty, by the bank hav- 
ing paid the Government a sum, in gross, by way 
of commutation. Although the moneyed interest 
has always been well and largely represented in 
England, yet bank notes are taxed there, and the 
circulation of them has not been embarrassed by 
this duty ; on the contrary, the system of banking 
has been wonderfully extended throughout that 
kingdom. In every part of it bank notes are cur- 
rent; every town and village has its banks; they 
are as universal as their churches. Mr. R. asked, 
‘where would be the propriety of taxing notes issued 
by fifty individuals in their individual capacity, 
and exempting those issued by them when they 
associated, called themselves‘a Banking Company, 
-and issued notes to three times the amount of their 
capital? The measure seemed to him unwise, and 
he was sure it would be unpopular, He could not 
conceive why people who had no other property 
than stock, which, in many instances, yielded 
an interest of fifteen per cent., should not contri- 
bute to the support of Government. A vast pro- 
ortion of stockholders are foreigners, persons who 
E not contribute in any way to the support of 
Government, not even by personal services. He 
‘never would consent to exempt them from taxa- 
tion, when we were burdening the active enter- 
‘prising merchant and the industrious and hard- 
working farmer. He could not believe that a small 
duty laid on bank notes would embarrass the cir- 
culation of them, but he was persuaded it would 
prove an abundant source of revenue. 
` Mr. Swanwick. The greatest objection which 
the banks in England seemed to have to the tax, 
“was, that it might ascertain the quantity of notes 
they had in circulation. In order to prevent this, 
the Bank of England commuted with Government 
“for a certain sum; but the notes of all the private 
banks were stamped. He thought it reasonable 
that this kind of notes should be stamped as well 
as others, though he would have the tax low; for 
he saw no reason why merchants should pay, and 
‘bankers be excused from the duty, since great 
emolument was derived from these notes, by the 
“consent of the community, and the community, 
n. return, had a right to expect assistance from the 
anks. 
> Mr. W. Siva believed, if an original proposi- 
tion had been brought forward to tax bank notes, 
zit would have been thought avery serious thing, 
“and they should have paused before they consent- 
d to the proposition. Gentlemen who advocated 
this proposition, allowed it would require many 
provisions to carry it into effect. What those pro- 
Visions were he could not pretend to say: He 
thought bank notes had been too much confound- 


:to embarrass the bill with a 


ed with notes of individuals, and they were quite 
different things. Those of individuals were most- 
ly larger, the greatest part of bank notes were for 
five dollars. Notes of individuals, it not stamped, 
could not be received in evidence; but he did not 
know what must be the penalty on bank notes be- 
ing issued without stamp. Besides, he said, tolay 
a duty upon the notes issued by the Bank of the 
United States would be a violation of its charter, 
for, by that charter, it was said, the notes of that: 
bank should be received at the custom-house in 
payment of duties. It had been said a commuta- 
tion might be allowed, but that would be equally 
contrary to the charter; besides, if such a thing 
were to be done, he did not know who could do it; 
it would not be the proper business of the Presi- 
dent, and that House would have difficulty in say- 
ing what would be a proper sum to be paid for the 
purpose. He again feared the introduction of this 
principle would destroy the bill. 

Mr. Corr did not think it was quite so clear a 
thing as some gentlemen seemed to think it, that 
bank notes ought to be stamped. He did not: be- . 
lieve the analogy between the bank and private 
notes was so strong as had been represented.” If 
the facts were as represented, that every bank note 
was to be considered as producing a profit to the 
banker, there would be good ground for the tax; 
but he was of opinion this was not the case. “For. 
instance, if the bank gave their note for one hun- 
dred dollars, it was equal evidence with the note 
of an individual, that they had received the value 
of one hundred dollars. But if they went further, it 
would be found the analogy did not hold. è 
note of the individual was at a certain date; but, 
that of the banker was on demand; and they were 
every day liable to be called upon for the money’ 
of which the note was the representative; so that: - 
they were obliged to keep the money, or money 
at least to a great amount, ready to take up their. 
notes whenever presented. Banks could not, there- 
fore, be considered as receiving a profit on all: the 
notes they issued; but only upon the difference be- 
tween the amount of notes issued, and the cash'they 
are obliged to keep by them toanswer their demands. 
The analogy, therefore, did not hold; and, if bank 
notes were taxed, it must be upon a different prin. — 
ciple from that on which the notes of individuals 
are taxed. or 

Mr. Porrer was in favor of the amendment, and 
he trusted that gentlemen who were always ready 
to go into every species of expense, would not flinch 
when the object was to raise money. He had’ this 
morning voted for a bill laying additional tax on 
licenses, which he believed would be found in some 
degree oppressive, but he did it because he knew 
revenue was wanted. He hoped the gentleman 
from South Carolina would, on this vecasion, con- 
cur in the proposed tax. He doubted not. unex- 
ceptionable means might be devised for collecting 
it; if not, it might be given up. <>.” pe 

Mr. Harper was against the amendment, not be- 
cause he was satisfied bank notes were notia pro- 
per object of taxation, but because he did not wish 

subject which they 
had not time tö consider. ee 
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Mr. Swanwick again spoke in favor of the tax. 

Mr. Oris was against the amendment; not be- 
cause he thought such a tax would be improper, 
but. from the difficulties which would attend the 
carrying it into effect. Besides, he said, if the 
notes were to revert to the bank every two or three 
years, it would cause a run upon them for cash, 
instead of renewed notes, which might be very in- 
convenient. 

Mr. VENABLE did not think the run upon the 
bank which the gentleman had mentioned could 
take place, as the notes would have to be renewed 
three years from the time issued, and all their notes 
would not be issued on one day. Mr. V. again 
insisted that this tax should be general; and if 
they had not time to make it so, it ought to be put 
off till they had. Not to include bankers would 
be.to lay a tax upon the people whose complaints 
of its hardships could not be heard. He depre- 
cated this. as unjust. 

. Mr. Harper could not conceive that the great 
body. of merchants and farmers throughout the 
United States were people who could not make 
their complaints heard, if they had them to make. 
The. proprietors of banks, Mr. H. said, already paid 
taxes in a variety of shapes; many of them were 
merchants, and would, of course, pay the tax im- 
posed on the notes of individuals. 

. Mr. Brooks was against going into a tax on 
bank notes at present, but denied that there would 
be, any. cause of complaint from the people on ac- 
count.of the taxes imposed by this bill He wished 
to make a beginning with a stamp tax at present; 
it might not be completed these seven years. 
Gentlemen. might as well go on and propose a tax 
on newspapers,. which, whatever might be said 
against it, he believed might be laid without in- 
fringing the liberty of the press; but a thing of 
. this:kind would require a great deal of detail. 

«Mr. Ciaiporne was in favor of including bank 
notes; not to do this, he said, would be to catch 
small fish, and let the large ones pass. 

Mr. GauLarin said that the provisions for lay- 
ing ‘this tax would be by no means difficult. 
Indeed, three-fourths of the bill was copied from 
the British statute, and that part respecting bank 
notes could be as easy copied as any other part. 
The. observations respecting the charter of the 
Bank of the United States, were not deserving of 
a,reply..- There was only one of two things which 
could. be done, either to tax bank notes, or to ex- 
cuse.all other notes from the tax. 

Mr. Sirarzaves could not submit to hear that 
it was the intention of those who opposed this 
motion, to screen the moneyed interest of this 
‘country from.paying a tax. He had no such 
views. He had-no objection to tax the banks in 

roportion to the amount of their business; but 
be could. not agree to its being done in this way. 

If gentlemen would estimate how much the stamp 
duty of a bank. would. produce to the United 
States, he would vote for.a sum of this kind, by 
way of.commutation. Charges could rarely be 
made against the-side of the House with whom 
he generally acted, for not being willing. to vote 
for revenue; a contrary chatge was “more fre- 


Introduce anything as an object of taxation which: 
would not bear hard upon somebody. If this ex- 
|ception was not struck out, he said, the duty. 


quently made. He trusted the amendment would 
not be agreed to; but that if the tax were laid, it 
would be by way of commutation. 

The question was taken and carried, there being 
fifty-five votes in favor of it. 

The committee rose and had leave to sit again. 

The resolution respecting an adjournment was 
received from the Senate, and disagreed to. The 
disagreement being read, Mr. Gites moved the 
same resolution filled with Monday next; but 
Mr. Witiiams opposed it, and moved to adjourn. 


Wenpnespay, June 28, 
DUTIES ON STAMPS. 


The House went into a Committee of the Whole, 
on the bill for laying duties on stamped vellum, 
parchment, and paper, Mr. Denr in the Chair; 
when, a duty on debentures being under conside- 
ration, 

Mr. J. Wixutams observed that the duty on 
debentures was to be only one dollar, without dis- 
crimination. This he did not think right; there 
was only one per cent. paid on drawbacks, which 
was a loss to Government ; so far as it respected 
the drawback on ad valorem duties there was no 
loss, but as it respected articles weighed, measured, 
or guaged, there was a loss to Government. As 
the time of the present session would not admit of ` 
an alteration in the present system of drawbacks, 
he would not bring it forward; but would do. it 
at the next session, in which he was persuaded . 
there might be a saving to our revenue of $300,- 
000, and do every justice to all concerned, At 
present, he would content himself by augmenting ` 
the duties proposed by the bill. “He therefore 
made the loru motion, viz: for a debenture 
under $500. one dollar; for a debenture for $500, 
and under $2,000, two dollars; and for a deben- 
ture for $2,000 and upwards, three dollars. 

This motion was opposed by Messrs. W. Situ 
and Corr, and supported by Mr. Swanwick. It 
was carried, 54 votes being in favor of it. 

Mr. Lyon moved to strike out the exception 
respecting bonds or notes payable at or within 
sixty days, paying only two-fifths of the duty im- 
posed on other bonds and notes. 

Mr. Swanwick hoped this amendment would 
not prevail. The large cities, he said, had a large . 
circulation in notes of this description, and if this — 
exception were struck out, the law would fall too, 
heavy on them. He thought the committee had. 
done well in making the provision reported: he 
thought it was fair and equitable. 

Mr. Lyon saw no reason why these notes 
should be favored more than others. He knew a 
stamp tax would go out with a bad name; if, 
however, it was made general, so that it might be. 
productive, and bear equally upon all classes of: 
men, he was willing to bear his part of the respon- 
sibility of the law. oa 

Mr. R. WiuuiaMs said, it was very difficult to. 


would be evaded in the country, as notes ther 
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were given on demand, though a long credit was 
taken. 


Mr. Venage did not think the exception would 


produce the effect supposed in the country. The 
provision was intended to favor accommodation 
notes, which were often renewed. He hoped it 
would stand. 

Mr. J. WitutaMs thought this motion deserved 
attention. He himself was in the habit of lending 
money, as were most men of property in the 
country, (for which, though, he never received 
more than legal interest,) on notes, which were 
always payable on demand. He believed, there- 
fore, that if this exception stood, it would defeat 
the tax, 

Mr. Buounr said, this provision was intended to 
appi to city transactions; and he thought mer- 
chants in large cities, who had the advantages 
which banks gave them, could very well afford to 
pay it; as a person there, though of far inferior 
property, could raise one thousand dollars sooner 
than a merchant in the country, who was not 
near any such institution, could raise one hundred. 
It was true, that this tax would produce a large 
sum of money; but he thought, nevertheless, it 
would be a just tax. 

Mr. POTTER was opposed to the motion. 

Mr. W. Smiru said, as the bill now stood, the 
tax would fall pretty heavily on commercial men; 
as not only notes, but policies of insurance, de- 
bentures, &c., were taxed. He was of opinion 
they would, if the exception stood, pay four-fifths 
of the whole duty; but, if the provision was 
struck out, the law would operate very heavily 
upon a class of men who at present paid, almost 
the whole of our revenue. In order to make their 
custom-house payments, they were obliged to re- 
new their notes every sixty days, and it would 
bear very oppressively upon them, if they were for 
every renewal to pay a fresh tax. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina had said, that merchants 
in cities could obtain money easier than merchants 
in the country could; but the gentleman should 
also recollect that they were at much greater ex- 
pense in living. 

„Mr. Buounr allowed that the merchants in 
large cities were the collectors of a great part 
of our present revenue, as they would also be 
under the proposed law; but he denied that they 
ultimately paid it. Mr. B. again spoke of the 
advantage which they possessed in being able to 
raise money by accommodation notes to pay du- 
ties, or for any other purpose. He was himself a 
merchant; but, having no bank near him, if he 
wanted a sum of money for a payment, he would 
be obliged to sacrifice property to raise it; whereas, 
a merchant in the city, who has any credit, (no 
matter. what his property may be,) has only to 
draw one of these notes to raise it. He therefore 
thought that this description of persons, and this 
paper, could better afford to pay a tax than any 
other. 


Mr. Oris. believed, if gentlemen wished to de-|. 


stroy the bill, they could not take a more effectual 
way to do it,- He was sure that many of the 
friends of the bill could not vote for it, if this ex- 


“upon.a L 
object of the bill was to tax such: paper.as was’ of 


ception was struck out. These notes, he said, 
were circulated in the place of money, and a tax 
upon them would be the same as a tax upon mo- 
ney. He believed the idea of the gentleman from 
North Carolina of the advantages derived from 
banks was too highly raised. He believed every 
man who got money of the banks paid seven and 
a half per cent. for it. This tax, he said, would 
operate as a discouragement to negotiations at’ 
banks, and be an additional tax upon them. 
They would now be taxed in three different ways, 
viz: on a transfer of bank shares, on their notes, 
and by this tax, which would discourage bank 
negotiations. 

If, indeed, it were the object of gentlemen to 
destroy these institutions, he thought they were 
taking a direct way to do it. He hoped this was 
not their view, but that they acted thus from mis- 
taken views. Suppose, said he, a note was not ne-. 
gotiable at the ei ; in that case, he was told, as 
high a premium as thirty per cent. was paid for 
cash. The case was very different in the country.; 
if money were to be obtained at all, no more than 
legal interest was paid for it. As the thing related 
to the Bank of the United States, it was peculiarly 
improper. That bank had always lent money.to 
this Government on favorable terms. Indeed, they: 
were in the habit of gaining forty thousand dollars 
a year by it; and that institution had lost fifty. 
thousand dollars in stock sold to reimburse.the 
loan made to the United States. To take any 
measure, therefore, to discourage this institution: 
would be highly impolitic and improper. yt 

Mr. Galatin did not well understand how. the 
Bank of the United States came to be brought into 
this discussion. Although Government, had deri- 
ved some advantage from that institution, it. had: 
also lost a great deal. If they spoke of the stock, 
sold, they should take into view also the six per 
cent. stock, sold at a loss of ten or thirteen per. 
cent. 

He said, the duty on these notes, would not-fall 
upon the bank, but upon individuals. If, indeed, 
the capital of the bank was so large as. to be able 
to answer all the demands which could be made 
upon it in this way, that might be the case; but 
that was notso. The bank would have to pay 
the duty upon bank notes; but upon notes offered 
for discount, individuals must pay the duty. . 

The only question was, the quantum of duty.. It 
was said, that it was not just that notes at sixty 
days should pay as much duty as those drawn'at 
nine or twelve months. It was true that notes at 
sixty days were renewed five or six times a year’s 
but these notes were mostly. for large sums, upon. 
which the duty was lower in proportion than upon 
small sums, of which the country notes at- long 
dates chiefly. consisted. . He supposed nine-tenths 
of the latter were under fifty dollars, and. nine- 
tenths of the sixty-day notes above one hundred 
dollars, so that this consideration would operate an 
equality of the tax. f Boe 

Mr. Harper thought this- motion objectionable 
round which had not -been stated: The 


no use; and it was evident that. four-fifths of. the 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


404 


Duty ‘on 


Stamps. {June, 1797. 


notes at sixty days, were not discounted, and there- 
fore no advantage was derived from them. Where 
a. man offers a note for discount, and gets the cash 
for it, it -was reasonable that he should pay the tax ; 
but where the note was not discounted, it would 
not be right to pay a tax; yet if all these notes 
were to be stamped, this would be the case. How, 
then, was the difficulty to be avoided? In no other 
way, he believed, but by making the duty low. 
You must, therefore, said he, endeavor to come at 
the proportion of notes discounted ; and he believ- 
ed this did not amount to more than three-fifths of 
the number issued, which was the estimate made 
in the bill. 

He supposed the gentleman from North Caroli- 
na would not say that necessity and misfortune, 
which were precluded from any benefit from 
banks, should pay a tax; but those who derived 
an advantage from those institutions. He hoped, 
therefore. this provision would be retained. 

Mr. H. denied that the Bank of the United 
States had been the cause of loss to the Govern- 
‘ment; but that the loss alluded to had been occa- 
sioned by a scarcity of money. The bank gained 
nothing by that loss. 

The Chairman reminded Mr. Harper of the 
question. 

Mr. Harper said he knew what the question 
was; and would take the opportunity of saying, 
that if.any other person besides he who was de- 
livering them were to judge upon the propriety or 
impropriety of arguments, there was an end of the 
freedom of debate. 

The Cuarrman again called him to order, and 

he sat down, with saying, he would have order 
observed with rigor, but with impartiality. 
s Mr ALLEN wished to consider the vote of yes- 
terday, respecting bank notes. Some conversation 
took place on a point of order, which ended in a 
motion of Mr. N. Smita, to strike out all that re- 
spected laying a duty on bonds and notes. 

Mr. VENABLE said, there seemed to to be a va- 
riety of views on this subject in the House. Some 
were in favor of a stamp duty, others against it; 
some wished to go certain lengths, which were 
acknowledged to be just; but gentlemen got up 
and said, if'such and such a provision were insert- 
ed, their friends would vote against it; so, say 
they, let us get a little, rather than lose the bill. 
This, he said, was not a fair way of meeting the 
subject. If the bill were carried into effect at all, 
he-wished it to operate equally upon the whole 
` community. 

This stamp-tax was known to have taken a 
similar course ata former time. It was said, mo- 
ney could not be raised in any other way ; yet, be- 
cause a single item is introduced which they dis- 
like, gentlemen turn. round, and are willing to 
vote against the whole bill. If every thing insert- 


ed in the bill be not agreeable to them, they will f 


not agree to pass the bill. Mr. V. said, he should 
introduce no amendment for the purpose of de- 
stroying the bill, but he should bring forwardéve- 
ry subject which he thought necessary to render 
the bill just and equal. © : 
Mr. ALLÉN would agree; and he believed his 


friends would also agree, to limit the duration of 
this bill to the end of the next session; during 
which, they might pass a law including all the 
subjects gentlemen might think it necessary to 
propose. 

Mr. N. Suiru said, his amendment went to de- 
stroy that part of the bill which proposed to lay a 
tax on bonds and notes. For himself, considering 
astamp duty as a novelty and experiment, he 
thought it better to begin it upon those matters 
which did not relate to all the domestic transac- 
tions of the country, that the great bulk of the 
people might view it as an object ata distance, 
not operating upon them; but, ifa tax were laid 
upon notes, it would affect every man in the com- 
munity, and the bill would be at once impolitic 
and unpopular ; whereas, the tax might be gradu- 
ally introduced, and ultimately become a very pro- 
ductive branch of revenue. 

This was not his only reason for making this 
motion. He wished to close this session as soon 
as possible, and he foresaw that if they extended. 
the tax to bonds and notes, and whatever might, 
in consequence, be introduced, they should not be 
able to get through the billin a month. He wished 
these subjects to be deferred till next session. 

There was another reason, in his mind, which 
had frequently been hinted at. There were gen- 
tlemen who were friendly to a stamp-tax in any. 
shape; and there were those who were inimical 
to it in any shape. The latter he foresaw would. : 
introduce every objectionable article into it,in ` 
order to defeat the bill. In this, the event had 
shown he was not mistaken. He wished a stamp | 
act to go-out at present in as simple a form as 
possible, so that they might build upon it hereaf- 
ter, as occasion should require. And he would 
undertake to predict that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Venasue) who expressed so much zeal 
on the occasion, and many others, would not vote 
for itat all, whatever amendment might be intro- 
duced into it. When this were the case, those of 
them who wished to get the bill through in some 
shape, should be careful how they shackled it. T 
bank notes were to be taxed, there would be no 
chance of passing the bill. 

Mr. Biount supposed he was one of those whom 
the gentleman last up predicted would vote again 
the bill in any shape; but, since revenue must b 
had, and he knew no other way of getting it, if 
the bill was made general and impartial he shou 
vote for it. The motion now before the commi 
tee would take away the most profitable part 
the bill. He had, indeed, wished that this bi 
might not have been brought forward; he shoul 
vote for it, provided it was made to operate equa 
ly; but he was against stealing upon the people 
with this tax. He wished them to know at once 
from whence the revenue was to be drawn. 

Mr. Swanwick said, the gentleman from Con- 
necticut seemed to wish to tax a few objects, upon. 
which might be grafted hereafter a large reve- 
nue. There was some force in his objections, but 
‘hethought there was more in the imperious nece 
sity under which they were called upon for rev 
nue. In order to have lessened the objections. 
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the clause laying a duty upon bank notes, he 
meant to have moved an amendment which should 
have given power to the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, under the direction of the President of the 
United States, to compound with the banks for an 
annual sum proportioned to the amount of their 
dividends. He believed the proprietors of those 
institutions themselves would have too much 
patriotism to object to such a proposition. He 
trusted, at any rate, that they should agree to pass 
this bill in some form; indeed, he could not see 
how gentlemen could return home, after passing 
laws incurring expense, without providing the 
means of paying that expense. 

Gentlemen from the country having preferred a 
stamp tax to a land tax, though he did not like it 
so well, since they had gone into the business, he 
hoped it would pass. 

Mr. Gorpon was in favor of simplifying the 
business. 

Mr. Corr spoke on the same side of the ques- 
tion. He said a tax was proposed in the bill in- 
troduced in 1790, and rejected. 

Mr. Rurvevas said, if the motion to strike out 
notes payable at sixty days, and shorter dates, had 
not. been suspended, he should certainly have voted 
for it; but as the present sweeping motion pro- 
posed striking out the whole clause, in which are 
included notes of every description, and all kinds 
of. specialties, he would be precluded from voting 
as he had intended. He could not see the pro- 
priety of exempting from the duty bonds, bank, 
and other notes, and bills of exchange. In his 
opinion, they would prove more fruitful articles of 
taxation -than any contained in the bill, and a 
small duty upon them would give much revenue 
without injuring credit. He should have voted for 
exempting notes at short dates, (provided they had 
not been classed with all other specialties,) because 
if a duty is laid upon them, it will have a very 
partial operation, and affect almost exclusively the 
most important part of the community. It would 
be a tax upon the merchants, whose embarrass- 
ments he was not disposed to add to. They were 
now staggering under the difficulties occasioned by 
the circumstanees which had rendered necessar 
this extraordinary convention of Congress. Wit 
much of their capital locked upin the West Indies, 
and unpaid bills to the amount of seven or eight mil- 
lions of dollars, which were given on the French 
Government by its colonial agents for property 
taken by them at an arbitrary valuation, our mer- 
chants were soliciting relief from the banks. The 
banks anticipated the return of this property by 
discounting their notes, and he trusted the Gov- 
ernment would not increase the embarrassments 
of this much injured class of its citizens by tax- 


ing the notes they offer to the banks, four-fifths of | 


which, as had been observed by hiscolleague, were 
not discounted. Mr. R. said, he was yesterday of 
opinion, that it would be 
notes; and, although most of his friends were of 
a different opinion, yet everything they had said 
only served. to fortify- his, and. his vote of- to-day 
would confirm that of. yesterday. 


“Mr. Sewats said he yesterday voted for a duty : 


olitic to tax bank | 43. 


on bank notes, and he should to-day vote for this 
amendment. He thought, in the present circum- 
stances of this country, it would be impolitie to 
tax credit. In a general point of viewgit was 
the case in all new countries, that they were in 
want of a circulating medium of exchange. 
This was supplied by credit. The farmer in the 
Spring of the year was in want of. seed, for 
which he obtained credit till the Fall, when his 
crops were disposed of. This credit they were 
about to tax, which would fall upon the man who 
gets the credit, and not upon him who gave it. 
But, though this kind of notes were struck out, 
he should be for taxing bank notes, upon which a 
profit was made. 

Mr. Giues said, if this part of the bill was 
struck out, they might as well do away the whole, 
as what would remain would only operate upon 
lawyers and merchants, and he did not know 
why they should single out them from the rest of 
the community for a tax. The gentleman last 
up Said, to tax notes would be to tax credit, which: 
was in some degree true; but he believed. few 
farmers could get credit on their notes, who would 
not be as soon trusted in an open account; but if 
not, he did not think a quarter of a dollar could 
be a great object to such persons. With respect 
to bank notes, he thought the gentleman. perfectly 
correct. He thought there should not. be any: 


discriminations with respect to the time at-which. 


notes were drawn, but as to the amount. If the 
bill were passed in the skeleton form in which: 
some gentlemen seemed to wish it, they should 
hereafter always have to contend against all ‘the. 
interest that could be made against inserting. new. 
objects. He wished the bill, if passed at all,to 
be productive; if it were so by being made gene- 
ral, he would vote for it, but not otherwise, 
Mr. Porrer was in favor of the amendment:. 
He yesterday voted for bank notes, because notes 
of a different kind were taxed, but he would now 
vote to do away the whole. He did it for-an= 
other reason, because he wished the bill to pass: 
with only a few articles; other species of paper 
might afterwards be added. 7 
After a few words between Mr. N. Smita and 
Mr. Gatiatin, the motion was put and -nega+ 
tived—57 to 42. ce 
Mr. Aren then moved that the committee 
rise, in order that he might move the House to: 
adjourn the consideration of the bill till the next 
session of Congress. x i 
This motion was supported by the mover, 
Messrs. Srrerezaves and Havens, and. opposed 
by Messrs. W. Smrru, Swanwick, RUTLEDGE, and 
Orvis. It was negatived, there being only 16 
votes for it. ; 
Mr. Lyon then renewed his motion to'strike 
out the exception in favor of notes at'60 days. 
The question was taken, and negatived—49 to 


Mr. HARPER moved an amendment to exclude 
from.duty all notes of: twenty dollars and. under. 
Mr. Havens supposed:this would include bank 
notes below that sum. also: : SP 
“Mr. Harper said he-had not bank notes in 
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view, but small notes which were given in the 
country, and to stamp which would be found 
very troublesome. It would be a question with 
the cogmittee, whether they would afterwards 
add a clause to preclude bank notes from this 
exception. 

Mr. Swanwick was in favor of this exception. 
In England all notes under forty shillings were 
exempted from duty. With respect to bank 
notes, he meant to introduce, as he had intima- 
ted, a compounding clause to include them. 

The question was carried without a division. 

Mr. Oris moved to add, “foreign and inland 
bills of exchange;” which, after some conversa- 
tion, was agreed to be expressed in the words of 
the English statutes, and carried, there being 74 
votes in its favor. 

Mr. Gattatin moved that, instead of all bank 
certificates being ten cents, that “all under $100 
should be 10 cents, and all above $100, 25 cents.” 

_ After some conversation, in the course of which 
it appeared that the shares of the Union Bank, at 
Boston, were ouly eight dollars each, it was added, 
“and for every share under twenty dollars, 
cents.” 

-~ Mr. Gites moved for the committee to rise. 

. Mr. Gatiatin wished, before the committee 
rosę, to offer two amendments, which he meant 
to propose on the subject of bank notes. They 
were, first, “ every note issued by any banks now 
established within the United States, or which 
may hereafter be incorporated by lawful authori- 
ty, shall be subject to the following duties, viz: 
all notes not exceeding $50, three cents for every 
five dollars ; for $50 and not exceeding $100, fifty 
cents; for $100 and not exceeding $500, one dol- 
lar; for-all above $500, two dollars.” His idea 
was that the stamp should be permanent ; it was 
necessary, therefore, to have a higher duty on 
them than on common. notes. 

-Fn order to remedy the difficulty with respect 
to-notes at present in circulation, he meant to 
propose an amendment to the following effect, 
viz : “and if any person shall, after the —— day 
of ~——, offer in payment any note issued by any 
bank, &c.;.on unstamped paper, he shall forfeit 
the. sum. of dollars.” He said there was 
already a penalty for issuing a note without a 
stamp, of one hundred dollars, which he believed 
would. be sufficient. And he thought these pro- 
visions, with the commutation clause proposed 
by. Mr. Swanwick, would be sufficient regula- 
tions-with respect to bank notes. The amend- 
ments were laid on the table. 

‘The committee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


PROTECTION OF TRADE, &c. 


_ Mr, Parxsr, from the committee of conference 
with. the Senate, on the amendments to the bill 
providing fora Naval Armanient, reported that 
they had come to no agreement; and 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that they had receded from their disagree- 
ments to all the amendments of this House, ex- 
cept their disagreement to the first, which for- 
bids the use of the frigates as. convoys, and that 


they adhered to. Aiso, that they had passed a 
pill fixing the time of the next meeting of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. Gites called up his resolution proposing 
an adjournment of the two Houses on Monday 
next; but, on the motion of Mr. W. Smrru, its 
consideration was postponed till Saturday, there 
being 54 votes for it. 

Mr. W. Smita, from the Committee of Waysand 
Means, reported a bill making additional. appro- 
priations for the support of Government for the 
year 1797, which was twice read, and committed 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. W. Smt informed the House, that he. 
had a report to make from the committee to whom 
was referred the confidential Message of the Pre- 
sident of the United States, which would require 
the galleries to be cleared. They were cleared 
accordingly. 


Tuurspay, June 29. 
NEXT MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


A bill was received from the Senate fixing the 
time of the next meeting of Congress, for the first 
Monday in December next: The bill was twice 
read, and committed for to-day. 

The House accordingly went into a Committee 
of the Whole on the subject, and, after considera- 
ble debate as to the propriety of passing any law 
at all, (many members believing the former act to 
have existence, notwithstanding this present extra 
session,) and on the propriety of meeting at a later 
day than heretofore fixed, the bill was at length 
passed, for meeting on the second Tuesday in No- ~ 
vember, with a clause repealing the former aet. 
We have before stated that doubts were enter- 
tained whether the act of the 8d of March last, 
for fixing the next (not the next annual) meeting 
of Congress, was not superseded by this extra 
meeting of Congress. In order to avoid any mis- 
understanding on the subject, this law was passed. 
though it did not appear to be generally believed: 
that the act was necessary, and it met with con 
siderable opposition, on the ground, that to alloy 
this to be the case, would give the President the: 
power to repeal a law, and to do away the pro-, 
visions of the Constitution on this subject. The: 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
to-day. ` 


PROTECTION OF TRADE. 


Mr. PARKER called up the bill from the Senate 
relative to. providing a Naval Armament, upon 
which there had been a conference of the two: 
Houses. The Senate agreed to recede from their 
disagreement to all the amendments of the House 
except the first, which prohibited the frigates from 
being used as convoys. 7 

Mr. P. hoped the House would recede from the 
amendment, rather than risk the loss of the bill: 
He had before given itas his opinion that it would: 
be wrong to shackle the bill with such a clause, as. 
he believed the President was the proper person to: 
direct the use of this force; but it having been 
feared by many, from the President’s Speech*at- 
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the opening of the session, that those frigates, if 
left to him, would be employed as convoys, he was 
willing to go all the lengths he had gone; but 
from the change of circumstances which had 
taken place, he could not suppose, if nothing had 
been said in that House on the subject, he would 
now use them as convoys. The nine vessels pro- 
posed by this bill to have been fitted out were re- 
linquished; of course no vessels could be got 
ready as convoys for several months, when it 
might probably be too late to use them. 

Mr. P. went at some length into arguments to 
prove that these vessels, with others which might 
be built, would be of vast service to the United 
States; and had we had them long ago, he said 
we should have been a happy, great, and not a de- 
graded people. He concluded by comparing our 
number of merchant ships with that of Great 
Britain, and showed with what force she protected 
her commerce. He did not wish this country to 
-follow her example altogether, but. he was desirous 
that we should have such a force to throw into 
the scales of one of the belligerent Powers, in time 
of war, as should command respect for us. 

Mr. S‘ranrorp trusted the House would not 
recede from their amendment. He would sooner 
have gone into the arming of merchantmen, and 
all the other plans recommended by the President, 
than leave these vessels to be used as convoys; 
since he believed that, if they were not confined 
to the seacoast. the peace of the country would be 
“committed to citizens who were mostly carried 
away by an enthusiasm no way friendly to peace. 
To recede from this amendment, which had been 
adopted with so much caution and after so fulla 
discussion, would manifest an instability which he 
never wished to seein that House. It would be to 
give the power to make a feeble warlike effort, 
which could not be supported. 


The yeas and nays were then taken upon re- 
ceding from this amendment, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 51, nays 47, as follows: 

Yzsas—John Allen, George Baer, jr., James A. Bay- 
ard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Christopher 
G. Champlin, James Cochran, William Craik, Samuel 
W. Dana, James Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William 
Gordon, Roger Griswold, William B. Grove, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, 
Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, William Mat- 
thews, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. 
Otis, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John Read, John 
Rutledge, jr., James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, Wil- 
liam Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, 
Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, William Smith, of 
Charleston, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark 
Thomson, John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and 
John Williams. 

Nays—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel Ben- 
ton, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan; 
Demsey Burges, Samuel J: Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, 

-Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, John Fowler, 
‘Nathaniel Freeman, jr.,. Albert Gallatin, William B- 


Caster B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, David 
Holmes, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Matthew 
Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClen- 
achan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, Tompson J. Skinner, William Smith, of 
Pinckney District, Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stan- 
ford, Thomas Sumter, John Swanwick, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Abraham Venable, and Robert Williams. 


CIRCUIT COURT, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. Broun said the Judge of the Circuit 
Court of North Carolina having, for the fourth 
time, neglected to hold a court in that State, it 
became necessary to pass a law to compel process. 
He proposed a resolution for the purpose of ap- 
pointing a committee to prepare and report a.bill 
for that purpose, which was agreed to, and a com- 
mittee appointed. 

DUTIES ON STAMPS. 


The House went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill for imposing stamp duties, 
when the clause of Mr. GALLATIN yesterday pro- 
posed to the committee, on the subject of bank 
notes, being under consideration, : 

Mr. Oris supposed that at least two-thirds of 
the whole amount of paper issued by the banks, 
returned and were re-issued every year, and thüs 
the banks must pay tax upon two-thirds of their 
capital in the first year after the law passed, and 
which, according toa rough calculation, relation 
being had to the different denominations of notés, 
amount to nearly one per cent. on their capital. 
The tax ought to be levied upon. such new notes 
only as should be issued hereafter; all that: were | 
now in existence were protected by the charter, 
and any law relating to them would be ‘reiro- 
spective; and as one-fifth of the whole number of 
notes would be renewed every year, a tax upon 
them would be found to bear as hard as upon 
other notes and bills, which seldom comprised 
more than the fifth part of the transactions of an 
individual. It ought also to be considered, that 
the paper issued by the bank generally. became 
worn and dirty, and incapable of receiving a 
stamp, so that in less than two years the whole 
amount of paper must be re-issued, and the entire 
tax assessed in the same period. This plan would 
also be inconsistent with that of a commutation, 
which had been proposed. 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) did not think 
that this proposition precluded the provision of a 
commutation. He was in favor of taxing bank 
notes, but he wished also to hold out a commuta- 
tion, and such a one 4s should induce all the banks 
to embrace it; for, if this were not the ease, they 
would not be taxed equally, as the notes of banks 
did not bear a just proportion to the amount of 
their dividends. This clause would not, there- 
fore, preclude the commutation, but render it pro- 
per, and a clause could be brought in excusing 
such banks from the duty as came. into the. pro~ 
posed plan. a nae 

Mr. GALLATIN said, his ideas corresponded ex- 
actly with those of the gentleman who had just 
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spoken. The scheme suggested by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, of not taxing the notes at 
present in circulation, would excuse bank notes 
from all tax, as, according to his own account, 
only about one-fifth of the notes issued came in 
in the course of a year, so that it would be five 
years before a new tax could operate upon all 
their notes, and it was probable the bill might not 
pass for more than three or four. That gentle- 
man supposed that bankers notes ought not to be 
charged more than others; if this were the case, 


Mr. W. Smita did not see the force of the ar- 
gument of the gentleman last up. As the com- 
mutation was to bear some proportion to the rates 
of duty, it became necessary to fix the rates upon 


they might be reckoned to run for four or five 


years, while those of individuals were at six and 
twelve months. 
fifty dollars, was to pay ten cents; he calculated 
a bank note, therefore, for a like sum, which he 
supposed, upon an average, to run four years, 
thirty cents. 


With respect to the notes at present in circula- 


tion, Mr. G. said, they ought all to be called in 
before a certain time, and after that day no note 
should be negotiable which was not stamped. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts was not 
correct when he said that this tax would amount 
to one per cent. upon the capital employed in 
banks. The calculation of the amount of the 
tax upon a bank which he had made, would amount 
to $10,000 a year, whereas one per cent. upon the 
capital of the Bank of the United States would 
amount to $200,000; but he said (as he had - be- 
fore stated) that the notes issued by a bank were 
not equal to its capital, or any thing like it. He 
could not, indeed, say what the amount of the 
notes of the Bank of the United States might be 
which were received for duty, from one end of the 
United States to the other ; but he knew banks in 
general, in large cities, did not employ more than 
two-fifths of their capital in this way. He knew 
it to be a fact with respect to a bank of the largest 


property in the United States, except the bank of 


the United States. He thought of proposing the 
commutation to beone per cent. upon the amount 
‘of the dividend paid by each bank, which he sup- 
posed would be deemed a reasonable sum. 
Mr. Oris explained. 
Mr. Sewa.t thought the observation of the gen- 
tileman from Connecticut yesterday, as to the na- 
‘ture of bank notes, had weight. He agreed with 
him that they were very different from the notes 
of individuals, as they were always obliged to 
keep cash in readiness to take up their notes, while 
‘individuals, knowing exactly the time when the 
money ‘for theirs would be wanted, could make 
use of it in the mean time. Therefore, if they 
taxed bank notes, they ought not to tax them in 
the same proportion with those of individuals at a 
certain date. “Notes of individuals, under twenty 
dollars, were to be exempt from duty, while every 
note issued by a bank was proposed to be taxed. 
-Every banker’s- note of fifty dollars was to be 
charged with thirty cents, while those of indivi- 
duals, which might run for two or three “years, 
were charged only with ten. cents. Every three 
or four years they would have to pay this sum. 
If a fair commutation were to be made, they should 
first fix the tax upon just principles. : 


G 


The note of an individual, for 


a fair basis. If ‘the rates were fixed too high, they ; 
ought to reduce them. He did not see the pro- ~ 
priety of selecting moneyed corporations for the 
purpose of laying a high duty upon them. He 
moved to strike out the three cents for every five 
dollars, and leave it a blank. 

Mr. Dayron hoped this proposition would be 
agreed to, as by a vote upon the question in blank 
they would fix the principle whether or not bank 
notes were to be taxed, and the scale could be af- 
terwards fixed. If there was the difference al- 
leged between bank notes and the notes of indivi- 
duals, it would be sufficiently considered in the 
commutation. He should not, indeed, be willing 
to agree to any scale without a commutation, for 
the reason he had before mentioned. For, said he, 
take the Bank of the United States and the Bank 
of North America, and the notes issued by them 
bear no sort of proportion to their respective capi- 
tals. If the tax were to be laid upon the notes is- 
sued, the Bank of the United States would paya 
much larger sum than the other in duty. 

Mr. GALLATIN observed that the gentleman 
from South Carolina had said they were about to 
select money eit corporations as objects on which to 
lay a high duty. He had made a calculation to 
show that this was not the case, but that what was 
proposed was no more than just and reasonable 
and that instead of the tax being one per cent, 
upon their capital, it was not more than one twen- 
tieth or one twenty-fifth part of one per cent. 

He would state the facts, and beg gentlemen to 
correct him where he was mistaken. In the first 
place he would state the capital of all the banks © 
of the United States at $20,000,000; the whole © 
amount of bank notes at less than $8,000,000. He ° 
would divide these $8,000,000, one-half into notes 
under fifty dollars, and one-half above that sum, 
as follows : 
$4,000,000 in notes under fifty dollars, 

which which would give about eigh- 

ty thousand notes, (for though they 
would be of different sizes they paid 
in the same proportion,) at thirty 


cents - - - - - $24,000 . 
$2,000,000 of one hundred dollars and 
upwards, at fifty cents - - -= 10,000 
$2,000,000 of three hundred dollars and : 
upwards - - - - > - 4,000 
" $38,000 
Allow for mistakes ~-  - =- - 2,000 
Which includes all the notes in circu- 3 
culation in the United States - - ~.$40,000 
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As to the principle of taxation itself, that bank 
notes of fifty dollars should pay thirty cents when 
notes of individuals only pay ten cents, justice re- 
quires the difference, on the same principle that 
notes of sixty days had been charged with only 
two-fifths of the duty charged upon others. 

Mr. G. stated the following account of a bank 
in Philadelphia, whose capital was $2,000,000, 
and to which Government owed nothing ; which, 
he said, would apply to every other bank in the 
same circumstances, with little variation : 


To the original fund - - - - $2,000,000 
To deposites, about - - + - 900,000 
To bank notes - -~ - - - 600,000 


Total debts - $3,500,000 


- $3,000,000 
500,000 


By notes discounted - - =- 
*By cash in vaults - - - - 
Total credits - : - $3,500,000 

As banks were thus able to transact business to 
the amount of three millions of dollars, though 
their original fund was only two millions, he ac- 
counted for their sharing dividends of nine per 
| cent. on their stock. lt would be observed that 
the two millions capital were not touched for notes, 
and yet they were charged with selecting these 
bodies of men upon whom to lay a heavy tax. 

Mr. G. concluded by saying he had no preju- 
dicé against banks. He knew they were liable to 
abuse, but, upon the whole, he bdlieved them to 
be useful. He believed the scale he had formed 
was correct, but should withdraw it for the pre- 
sent, in order to give an opportunity of trying the 
> principle. 

Mr. Swanwick proposed a tax upon the certifi- 
cates of insurance companies, the same as upon 
certificates of bank shares, which was carried. 

Mr. Nicsoxas moved to except from the patents 
charged with a duty, patents of lands granted for 
military services. Agreed to. 

Mr. GauLtaTin moved to add, “on any certifi- 
éate of the debt of the United States, ten cents.” 

Mr. Swanwick was sorry that his colleague had 
‘made this motion, as if it were. carried it would 
certainly endanger the bill. He thought such a 
tax very doubtful in principle, and certainly very 
impolitic, as it represented a debtor laying a tax 
upon his own debt. It was also’ pro lematical 
whether it would not do more mischief than good. 
The difficulty of borrowing money was very well 
known, and it would certainly not assist the bu- 
‘siness to lay a tax upon the evidences of our debt. 
-< The question was put and the motion negativ- 

ed, 49 to 31. 

Mr. SewaLu moved an exception in favor of 
“eustom-house bonds and other bonds of public 
offices.” which was agreed to. 

Mr. Swanwick brought forward his section for 


“amount of the notes and deposites, was a general rule. 
for regulating the quantity of cash kept to answer their 


eurrent demands. 


certain sum annually, in place of a tax o 


which, after undergoing some slight alter 


* This sum which amounted to one-third of the. 


allowing the banks an opportunity of paying a 


notes, according to the amount of their div 


was agreed to. 
The committee rose, and had leave to 


Frivay, June 30. 


DUTIES ON STAMPS. 


The House resolved itself into a Com 
the Whole on the bill for laying stamp dies, 
the section being under consideration which em- 
powered all inspectors of the revenue, and all 
other officers of inspection, to stamp any vellum, 
par¢hment, or paper, which might be brought to 
them for that purpose— 

Mr. GALLATIN observed, that he thought this 
the most dangerous clause in the bill, since it 
would be allowing two hundred men to stamp at 
pleasure, without having any check upon them. 
It could not be supposed that, out of so many men, 
who generally received a small sum for their ser- 
vices, some of them would not abuse a trust so 
unlimited, since there might appear the greatest 
probability that they might do it with impunity. 
Indeed, he should not be surprised if as much of 
the duty collected was kept back as came into the 
Treasury. He wished supervisors of the revenue 
only to be entrusted with this power. He made 
a motion to that effect. p 

Mr. W. Smitu did not know that it would be 
in their power wholly to guard against fraud. He 
believed, however, that the subordinate officers of 
our Government were as honest ay those of any 
Government in the world. If they were to con- 
fine the issuing of these stamped papers to super- 
visors alone, persons would have to go an immense 
distance to get their papers, &c., stamped. Tf it 
were the intention of the law to require all stamps 
to be affixed by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
the first instance, then he might transmit them to 
every officer throughout the United States. He 
did not suppose this plan would be approved, but 
it would be desirable to have an officer em- 
ployed in every neighborhood to stamp such paper 
&c.,as should be taken to him. . Mr. S. thought 
from the experience they had of the faithfulness 
of their officers, that they might be relied upon in 
this business, particularly as they would be obliged 
to take an oath on their entrance upon the duties, 
and another as to the truth of their accounts. 

Mr. Nicwoxas thought they should make their 
impositions upon the people in such a way as that 
the money would be likely to reach the Treasury. 
If our people were honest, they ought not, he said, 
to throw temptations in their way to be other- 
wise. As to swearing a man to do his duty; he be- 
lieved it to have little effect; and, as to swearing” 
him after he had done it, it was a thing which he 
never heard of in any free country. . It was re- 
quiring aman to be a witness against himself. Be 
trusted, therefore, they should not agree to it. Mr 
N. spoke of the connexion which this clause ha 
with that which said uastamped paper should no 
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be received in evidence, which he should move to 
strike vut when they came to it. 

- Mr. Harrer thought it was unnecessary to 
lodge this poweranywhere. He believed the best 
way of doing the business would be for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to have a proper quantity of 
every kind of stamps prepared, and sent to every 
part ofthe Union. The duty would be much bet- 
ter collected in this way than any other, and all 
liability to fraud would be done away. If only 
supervisors were to have stamps, persons might 
have to ride three hundred miles to get their paper 
stamped, which would do away the use of the 
provision altogether; but, if the power was in the 
Secretary of the Treasury only, stamps would be 
purchased like any other article of merchandise, 
and sold by every shopkeeper in the country. > He 
therefore moved to strike out this section 

Mr. Lyon apprehended, if ever a stamp act took 
place, that a measure like the one proposed by the 
gentleman last up would be attempted. Paper- 
makers and sellers in all parts of the country would 
be obliged to send their paper to Philadelphia to 
be stamped, or come thither to purchase their pa- 
per ready stamped. This was what the people in 
this business would not patiently submit to. 
“Mr. J. WitiraMs thought the supervisors of the 
different States, being always men of character, 
for whom good security was also given, might ve- 
ry well be trusted with the power of stamping; 
but he should not like to see it further extended. 

“Mr. Ciaiporne said, if we are to havea stamp 
law, he thought paper, &c., should only be stamped 
at Philadelphia, and bought by every person who 
chose it as an article of merchandise. If the busi- 
ness were managed in any other way, it would be 
liable to great abuse. 

Mr. SewaLL observed, that if every inspector of 
the revenue were to be employed in stamping, 
fraud might certainly be expected; and if the 
business was wholly to be done at the seat of 
Government, though it might be the most pro- 
ductive way, it would be attended with much in- 
convenience to the great body of the people. Pa- 
per and parchment would have to be transported 
at an immense expense to every part of the coun- 
try. He thought the motion for confining the 
stamping to supervisors was most likely to answer 
the purpose. They would know what kind of pa- 
per would be most wanted in their several States. 
He would also think it necessary to license some 
personin every town, who should be paid by Go- 
vernment for delivering out the stamps, so as to 
prevent any inducement to the making an impro- 
per charge. 

Mr. W. Smrt thought this a very important 
provision. of the bill, and he could not agree with 
his colleague as to the propriety of striking it out. 

Mr. Corr was opposed to the proposition of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, and also to that 
ofthe gentleman from. Pennsylvania. Two ob- 
jects were to be obtained, viz: to raise revenue, 
and to make the law as easy to the people as pos- 
sible. The plan of stamping all at the seat of Go- 
vernment, he acknowledged, would be a secure 
way,- bat it would be inconvenient to. the people; 


‘culty would not occur. 
| ken of a plan of this kind.~ An officer of a bank, 


and he would rather err on the other side than 
on this. He thought the bill best as it stood, and 
he was influenced in his opinion by the practice 
hitherto resorted to. Every bill reported on the 
subject had gone upon this basis. 

Mr. Harper said, if all the paper made use of 
in the country were to be stamped, there would 
be some ground for the observation of the gentle- 
man from Vermont; but, when they considered 
that the quantity of paper stamped would not 
amount to one-hundreth part of the whole of what 
was sold in any section of the country, he thought 
the objection ought to have but little weight. 

The question for striking out was put and ne- 
gatived—46 to 31. The motion was then put for 
striking out the inspectors, which was carried. 

Mr. W. Smita proposed to amend the section 
by adding, after “supervisors of the revenue,” 
“and such inspectors of the revenue and other 
persons as the Secretary of the Treasury shall ap- 
point for the purpose.” 

This motion was put and negatived, and the 
original one carried, confining the duty to the su- 
pervisors. 

Mr. GALLATIN proposed the proposition which 
he had announced his intention of bringing for- 
ward, viz: laying a penalty on any person offering 
a bank note in payment after a certain day, not 
duly stamped, except it should have been is- 
sued by a bank who had compounded for the duty 
in the manner directed by this act. 

Mr. W. Smrra said an individual who hada 
note of this kind might offend innocently, since 
he might not know which bank had compounded, 
and which had not. 

Mr. Oris thought if the penalty was made to 
fall upon the person issuing the note at the bank, 
it would be better than to fall upon the person 
offering or receiving it in payment. 

‘Mr. Gauiatin said the idea of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts wasa different provision from 
that he had offered. He meant to lay no penalty 
upon the issuing the paper, as it would be impos- 
sible to know at what time a note of an old date 
was re-issued ; therefore, as no check could be put. 
upon the re-issuing, he thought it best to provide 
against the circulation. As to the objection that 
an individual might unknowingly present a bank 
note of this description, this did uot affect the 
principle of his amendment; as, in another part 
of the bill, (but not in this,)a provision might be 
inserted making it necessary for the Secretary of 
the Treasury to. make known every composition 
which was made with the different banks. 

Mr. SEwa.u said it was a strange thing to at- 
tack the banks in this indirect way, by which in- 
dividuals would be criminated in consequence of 
the banks’ misconduct. The effect would be im- 
mediately to call in all the notes of the different 
banks before the duty took place, for which they 
would be obliged to issue gold and silver. But, 
if, instead of this, the penalty were made to fall 
upon the person issuing any such note, this diffi- 
His colleague had spo- 


issuing an unstamped note, would be liable to be 
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informed of by any person who received such 
note from him, and, as he would be disinterested, 
it would not be likely that he would run the risk. 

Mr. GaLLaTin interrupted Mr. S. to say that he 
was convinced the mode which he proposed was 
best; he therefore withdrew his motion, and re- 
quested the gentleman to prepare one conformably 
to the ideas which he had expressed. 

Mr. W. Smita proposed a new section to the 
bill, laying fifty cents upon every pack of playing 
cards sold within the United States. 

This amendment was opposed by Messrs. Gat- 
Latin, Cort, and Dayton, as introducing a new 
principle into the bill, as it had hitherto been 
wholly confined to taxes on transactions between 
man and man; but if this were introduced, they 
might go on to introduce other articles of manu- 
facture, such as a tax on hats, leather, &c., asa 
duty on these might also be collected by means 
of stamps. 

The mover and Mr. J. Wiutiams spoke in fa- 
vor of the tax, as being a proper object of taxa- 
tion, easily to be come at, and would be very 
productive. 

The question was put and negatived without a 
division. 

Mr. Nicuotas moved to strike out a clause 
which went to prevent any unstampei writing, 
upon which a duty was laid by this act, from being 
pleaded or given in evidence in any court, or ad- 
mitted in any court to be available in law or 
equity, until it shall be stamped. He believed 
they had no right to any such thing. After a 
State had determined that such paper was good 
evidence, they had no right; he said, by any fiscal 
regulation, to say it should not be received in 
evidence, since they might as well do away any 
other arrangement of a State Government. He 
did not think the provision essential. He believed 


the same effect might be produced by means of a | 


penalty; if it could, he saw no reason for taking 
the mode proposed, which might be embarrassing, 
and reduce the United States to a degrading sit- 
uation. Suppose, said he, this iaw were to pass, 
and a State court should not consider themselves 
bound by it, he knew of no direct way in which 
it could be brought before the courts of the United 
States. Viewing it, as he did, in the light of an 
attack upon State sovereignty, he felt it his duty 
to oppose it. 

Mr. W. Sirs hoped this provision would not 
be struck ‘out. He considered it as essential to 
the carrying of the law into execution. He did 
not understand the gentleman when he doubted 
whether the State courts were bound to carry 
into effect the laws of the United States. If they 
had a power to pass the law (and he supposed 
gentlemen would not be disposed to doubt that) 
they had the Constitutional power of carrying it 
into effect, the judges of each State being equally 
: bound with the judges of the United States to 
carry their laws into effect. Mr. S. read a part 
of the Constitution to this end. He seemed to 
- think, also, that if the judges of the State should 
; refuse to carry the law into effect, there would 

be no‘ means of drawing the subject into the Fed- 
5th Con.—14 


eral courts. He believed in the Judiciary act, 
there was a provision for bringing into the courts 
of the United States any cause in which the 
States shall give a decision contrary to the laws 
of the United States. He trusted, therefore, as 
he believed the provision was material, they 
should not part with it. 

Mr. VENABLE observed that the gentleman last 
up had quoted one part uf the Constitution and 
not another, which was applicable to the subject; 
wherein it speaks as having left certain powers 
in the Governments of the individual States. 
Amongst these was the power of regulating what 
concerned the property of individuals in the sev- 
eral States, which could not be infringed. It was 
never intended when the Constitution was adopt- 
ed, that the Federal Government should interfere 
in any cause between individuals to say what 
papers should, and what should not, be received 
In evidence. 

The Government of the United States had cer- 
tainly a right to lay taxes; but it did follow that 
they should pursue any particular mode in doing 
this, but merely in an effectual way. In doing: 
this, they ought not to infringe upon the sover- 
eignty of any State. He thoughta penalty would 
answer every purpose required. : mae 

Mr. Nicwouas said the doctrine of gentlemen « 
went to this, that State Governments were not to 
stand in the way of any measure which ‘they 
wished to effect, and that they might prostrate 
them at pleasure. This, he conceived, was not 
the intention of the people at the time this Con- 
stitution was adopted. With respect to the State 
judges, he allowed that they were bound to supi’ 
port the Constitution and laws of the United 
States. They were also judges of the laws and 
Constitution of the United States. They will 
say you had no right to pass this law, and will 
not execute it for you. There had been frequent 
instances of this sort in the State to which he 
belonged. It was the same to say that the laws 
of any State were inconvenient, as to say this 
proposition was right. He was himself a judge, 
in an inferior grade, and his conscience would- 
justify him in resisting thislaw, because he thought 
it did what they had no right to do. ee 

Mr. Tuatcuer said if the gentleman was a 
judge, (and he did not doubt it,)he was a singular 
judge—the only one, he trusted, whose conscience 
would compel him to say that this law, if passed,’ 
ought not to be executed. He was extremely at 
a loss to know, either as judge or legislator, how 
he conceived this law to destroy the sovercignty 
of the States. He supposed this law to come into 
court where that gentleman was not judge, atid 
the Government would go on to execute their 
laws as usual, in all cases where they did not 
interfere with the laws of the United States. 

Mr. SEwatt thought this clause necessary. He 
did not wish the act to go into- execution’so that 
every. person who did not comply with it should 
be- looked: on as criminal; he would rather be 
without the tax than this should be the case. 
There. was fo difficulty, he said, between the 
mode proposed for collecting of this tax and that 
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his vessel. The only difference between the two 
cases was, that in one goods were the object, and 
in the other money. 

The stamp duty, Mr. S. said, might be prop- 
erly compared to the excise, as there were much 
the same powers given for carrying it into effect. 
And if Congress thought this law necessary, and 
passed it, there could be no question in a State 
court whether the law was good or bad. It must 
be carried into execution. He thought the pro- 
vision a good one, as it was a peaceable, easy 
mode of bringing the duty into the Treasury. 

Mr. N. Smiru said, when he first attended to 
this bill, the objections urged against this clause 
had some weight; but on attending to the sub- 
jéct, it appeared to him that there was not suffi- 


,eient force in them to give his vote fur the 


amendment. . They had agreed in the revenue 
law, that a penalty might be inflicted, either of 
money or of any other property. And although 
this law seemed to operate in courts, yet its gene- 
ral operation was upon the writing. For to say 
no writing shall be admitted in evidence, except 
stamped, was to say the writing should in that 
case be void, and it amounted to no more than a 
forfeiture of the value of the writing in question, 
and therefore he saw no difference between the 
two cases. He confessed, however, that though 
the clause had no operation but upon the paper, 
it seemed to operate upon courts, and he would 
rather have it on the note; but, as he thought the 
thing was the same, he should vote for the clause 
as it stood. 

Mr. VENABLE said the gentleman last up, him- 
self having had doubts on the present question, 
could not be surprised that other gentlemen had 

loubts also. He was a little surprised to hear 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Sewatt.) 
who mostly reasoned with great acuteness, bring 
up. a subject relative to commerce, as it was well 
known. that every thing relative to the regulating 
commerce belonged to the General Government. 
This was, therefore, a wholly different case. Mr. 
V. again went into arguments to show the pro- 
priety of expunging this clause. 

Mr. GALLATIN said, this question was one of 
the most delicate and difficult of decision. Hehad 
not himself made up his mind whether such a 
power was vested in the Constitution of the United 
States or not. He found that the judges of the 
individual States were bound to decide upon the 
law. made in. conformity to the Constitution of 
the. United States. The question therefore re- 
verted how far the law was in conformity to the 
Constitution. Mr. G..made several. Constitu- 
tional. observations on the subject, aftd concluded 
with remarking, that: he meant to vote against 


| duce was uncertain; they could with more cor- 


Mr. Oris thought the difference of opinion on 
this subject arose from confounding the jurisdic- 
tion of the State Courts, with the law upon which 
it was executed. 

Mr. J. Winutams said, that wherever there was 
a concurrent jurisdiction of the General and State . 
Governments, the former was always paramount. 
He referred to the case of licenses imposed on 
spirits by the United States at a time when many 
of the States had already licenses of the same 
kind. No objections were made to that law, but 
fresh licenses were every where taken from the 
United States. g 

The question was put and negatived by 56 
to 32. 

The proposition of Mr. GALLATIN for admit- 
ting of a composition from the banks in lieu of 
the tax, came next under consideration—the blank, 
in which was moved to be filled with one per 
cent.; when E 

Mr. W. Smiıra said, if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was right in his calculation yester- 
day, the whole amount of duties arising from the 
banks would be $8,000 a year, and therefore they 
ought not to go farther in fixing the composition, 
whereas one per cent, according to the same z 
statement, will produce more than double that. < 
sum; for, if the whole capital of the banks in the 
United States be twenty millions, and their ave- 
rage dividend ten per cent., that will produce two.. 
millions, which at one per cent. will give $20,000... 
He therefore moved, in order to bring the matter. 
nearer to a fair equivalent, to strike out one per. 
cent. and insert one-half per cent. : 

Mr. Nicuouas said what the duty would pro- 


rectness say, that one per cent. was a reasonable 
composition on the dividends, than what might : 
be produced by the duty. He knew of no tax laid 
upon property that could be made for less than 
five per cent. to clear the expense of making it. 

Mr. W. Smita thought they should first fix the 
rates to be paid on bank notes before they deter- 
mined upon the composition. 

Mr. GALLATIN said, when the rates were be- 
fore under consideration, the gentleman from. 
South Carolina objected to it, because, if fixed too. 
high, he said it would influence the compositions. 
He therefore moved to have it struck out; but 
now, When a composition was under considera- 
tion, he turns round and says it would be better: 
first to fix the rates. He thought one per cent. a 
reasonable composition, and that it would be best 
first to fix that. 

Mr. Smira denied that he wanted first to fix 
the composition; it was his wish to strike out the 
rates, to reduce them, that he moved to leave thé 
sum blank. 
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The question was put and carried, there being 
54 votes in favor of it. 

Mr. GaLLaTIN then renewed his motion for 
fixing the scale of duty to be paid on bank notes. 
It was, on notes not exceeding fifty dollars, three 
cents for every five dollars; those not exceeding 
one hundred dollars, fifty cents; those above one 
hundred dollars, and not exceeding five hundred 
dollars, one dollar; for all above five hundred dol- 
lars, two dollars. 

Mr. Dayton said there were many notes under 
five dollars, for which there was no provision. 

Mr. Gatiatin thought “the rate of” would 
have included the small ones; and, to dissipate 
-every doubt on the subject, he moved to replace 
“three cents for every five dollars,” with “ three- 
fifths of a cent for every dollar.” 

Carried, 39 to 24. 

Certificates of naturalization were agreed to at 
twenty dollars; bank shares under one hundred 
dollars at the rate of five cents for every handred 
dollars. 

Mr. Sewatu proposed his amendment, provid- 
ing that if, after the - day of , any bank 
which shall not have compounded with Govern- 
mient, as directed by this act, shall issue any bank 
notes, &c.; without a stamp, it shall forfeit a sum 
equal to the amount of the noteso issued. Agreed 
to. 

The committee rose and reported the bill with 
the amendments. 

And the House adjourned. 


Satorpay, July 1. 


The amendments of the Senate to the bill for 
continuing in force several acts and parts of acts, 
were taken up, one of them negatived, and another 
amended. The Senate afterwards sent the bill 
down, with the amendments concurred in. 

The bill for continuing process in the Circuit 
Courtin the State of North Carolina, was read the 
third time, and was about to be passed ; 

Mr. J. Wittiams wished to know what was the 
cause of the neglect of the Circuit Court Judges, 
which gave oceasion for this bill. 

Mr. Biounr said, that he had received a letter 
from Georgetown, South Carolina, informing him 
that the cause of the omission was, that Judge 
Chase’s horse had tired. 

The bill was passed. 


NATURALIZATION. 

© Mr. Brooxs thought the present naturalization 

law allowed foreigners too soon to become citi- 
“Zens of the United States; he wished the law, 
herefore, to be revised, and proposed the follow- 
- ing resolution: 
“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to pre- 
pare and report a bill to amend the act establishing an 
uniform rule of naturalization.” 
Ordered, To lie on the table. 

DUTIES ON STAMPS. 


‘Phe House then took up thé amendments re- 
4 ed by the Committee of the Whole, to the 
ae 


laying a stamp tax; when; the amendment be- 


ing under consideration imposing a tax of twenty 
dollars on certificates of naturalization, ; 

Mr. Swanwick said, this tax would operate, in 
some degree, asa poll tax, and he thought twenty 
dollars too considerable a sum for this purpose. 

Mr. W. Smita said, the sum could not be alter- 
ed but by recommitting the bill. 

Mr. GALLATIN believed the sum might be de- 
creased, though it could not be increased in. the 
House. 

The Speaxer confirmed the opinion that it‘ 
would be in order to lessen the sum. 

Mr. Swanwick then moved that the twenty 
dollars be reduced to four. Ina subsequent part’ 
of the bill, four dollars were charged asa stamp 
upon any letters patent; and if this were thought 
sufficient for a thing of this kind, which would: 
probably prove very lucrative to the party, he 
thought it would be quite enough for a foreigner 
to pay, when he took upon himself all the rights 
ofa citizen. This tax might operate upon per“ 
sons who might not have twenty dollars in. the 
world. When they spoke the other day on the 
subject of rich moneyed corporations, it was: 
hoped they should be moderate upon the tax im- 
posed upon them; he trusted they should not bè- 
less so when the poor emigrant was concerned. 

Mr. Sewatt hoped the amendment would not- 
be made. Every foreigner who came to. ‘this 
country had a full opportunity of getting a living’ 
without enjoying the rights of a citizen; and“he 
knew not why he should become a citizen, if he 
did not think the privilege worth twenty dollars, 
and was willing to pay H. 

Mr. Gorpon gave it as a reason for not dimin- 
ishing this sum, that foreigners might live -here* 
five years without being obliged to serve any. pub- 
lic offices, such as constable, &c. ee 

Mr. Brooxs did not think this sum excessive; * 
He would not have the rights of citizenship made™ 
too common. He had no objection to the admit." 
ting of foreigners into this, country ; but there’ 
were foreigners came here, fugitives from justice, 
and others, who never would be of any advantage © 
to any country. These, for the small sum*of 
twenty dollars, might become citizens; he would. 
not have them admitted for less, as it would be 
necessary to have some security for the attach 
ment of persons to the Government of this coun- 
try; and such men as would be of advantage to” 
the country would not think the sum too large. = 

Mr. Gavuatin denied that the argument of the 
gentleman from New York would apply ; and that 
a person’s paying a sum of money would be no ` 
proof that he was well affected to the Govern- 
ment. A convict or a highwayman might possi- 
bly pay twenty dollars with greater ease than the 
worthiest man. E 

Mr. G. said, he objected to the sum of twenty 
dollars, because it would operate in a very im- 
proper manner. A single man might in a short _ 
time save the money necessary to purchase his 
citizenship; but he knew a great number of per- 
sons, who. came to this country with large fami- 
lies, very valuable emigrants, and upon whom we 
had more security for their good behaviour than’ 
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upon.siagle men, upon whom this tax would fall | foreigners. And should they, because they came 


very heavy. 

‘He objected to the tax, also, as related to the 
children of those persons. He knew a great num- 
-ber of emigrant families, with a number of chil- 
dren, whose heads were not at present citizens of 
this country ; and these children. if their fathers 
should not be able or neglect to become a citizen, 
though they may have received their education 
here, and formed the strongest attachment to the 
Government and country, yet, before they become 
citizens, they will each of them have to pay 
twenty dollars. This would be extremely hard, 
and it would not only be hard, but it might be- 
come dangerous to the peace of the country; be- 
sides, that the property of every person not being 
a citizen would want that security which it would 
otherwise have. Nor did he conceive it would 
be perfectly safe to have one-fourth, if not one- 
third part of the inhabitants of a country living as 
foreigners in its bosom. These men, speaking the 
same language and having the same manners, 
after they had been in the country ten or fifteen 
years, would look upon the refusal to admit them 
to. the. common right of citizens, except upon the 
payment of twenty dollars, as unjust and oppres- 
sive. If so large a sum was charged, Mr. G. said, 
provision should be made in favor of the children 
of such fathers as should not themselves have 
been citizens, As four dollars might, perhaps, be 
thought ‘too small a sum, he should move to strike 
out “twenty,” and leave the sum blank. 

“Mr. Swanwick observed, that it had been urged 
in favor of this large sum that foreigners would 
not:be obliged to become citizens, as they might 
get aliving-in the country without doing so. But 
was it not of advantage, he asked, that foreigners 
should become citizens, and not that a great part 
of the people of our country should be living 
amongst us without owing allegiance to our Go- 
vernment ? But it was said these emigrants 
might. be highwaymen, or men of bad character ; 
but did not the naturalization law require that 
every person applying to be made a citizen should 
produce two. witnesses to speak of their moral 
character? And surely, after a residence of five 
years, and a guard of this: kind, there could not 

e any reason for such arguments. It should seem, 
from what was said on this occasion, that twenty 
dollars was to be the price upon which we were 
willing to admit the worst characters to the privi- 
lege of citizenship. 

But.it was said, that if this tax were not laid, 
the rights of citizenship would become too com- 
mon. This wasa doctrine contrary to any thing 
he had heard: before on the subject. Since the 
year 1776, it had uniformly been the language of 
this: country that we had in the Western world 
opened an asylum for emigrants from every coun- 
try. This was our language: “Come and join 
us in the blessing we enjoy. in a country large 
and fertile, and under a Government founded 
upon the principles of liberty and justice.” . Were 
the inhabitants of this country. all born in it? 


Certainly not—a great majority were foreigners; | ing to immigrants every blessing which we had 


even in the Government. itself. there were many 


a little sooner, or had better fortune than othe 
say to their less fortunate brethren, “ You sh 
not be admitted to the privilege of citizenship b 
on the payment of twenty dollars, though we 

ceived it without money and without price !” 

was said, a man might soon earn twenty dolla 
to pay for this privilege; but supposing he coul 
soon earn fifty dollars, he did not think that a goo 
reason for laying this tax. ee 

The gentleman from New Hampshire had 
leged as a reason for this high tax, that foreigners 
were excused, before they became citizens, fro 
sharing in the burdensome offices of the comm 
nity; but he thought this was a reason for ad 
mitting foreigners earlier, in order to share such 
offices with our citizens. For it would be a cu 
rious thing if there should be occasion for the se 
vices of these men in defending the country, i 
they should refuse to turn out, because they had 
been refused admission to the participation of i 
immunities. 

In a country like ours, he said, it was extrem 
ly impolitic to throw obstructions. in the way. 
emigration. He was desirous that every attenti 
should be paid to the moral character of em 
grants before they were admitted as citizens, b 
he trusted they should not degrade the country. iÑ 
the eyes of foreign nations by putting so high % 
tax upon the privilege of citizenship. It woul 
ill-suit the high tone which had been held abro: 
of the liberty of this country; nor did he th 
their constituents would be well pleased wi 
such a tax. 

If they compared this tax with other parts o 
the bill, it would be found much heavier than a 
other. A lawyer was to pay ten dollars upon the: 
entrance of his lucrative profession, whilst a po 
foreigner was to pay twenty dollars to be adm 
ted as a citizen. In doing this, gentlemen seemed 
desirous only of having rich emigrants as ¢ 
izens, whilst the poor wanderer, flying from 
the hearth-tax of Ireland, or from the oppressions 
of other countries, who would be vastly useful 
the cultivation of our land and in every useful 
labor, would be in a great measure excluded from 
his rights in society. - 

Mr. Harper inquired if it would be in order to 
strike out the whole provision. Being told: 
would not, he said he should then be in favor..o 
the present motion, and, if it were carried, vote 
against the whole. He did not think the subje 
had any connection with the present bill ; nor was 
he of opinion that, to lay a tax of this kind, would 
be a means of securing to us bette? citizens th 
if there were no tax. He would have citizenship 
given without price, but he would require a longer 
residence than was required by the present natu- 
ralization law. : 

He did not agree withthe gentleman last up on 
the propriety of inviting immigrations from al 
parts of the world. There was a moment of-e€ 
thusiasm in this country, when this was thought 
to be right—when we were not satisfied with giv+ 


earned with our blood and treasure, but admitted. 
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them instantly to the rights of citizenship. An 
experience of ten or fifteen years, he said, had 
They had done 
something to prevent the evil in future; but he 
thought they should do more. He should be will- 
ing that no man should become a citizen of this 
‘country but by birth; he would have all foreign- 
ers freely admitted, and he would admit their 
children to have a right to citizenship. He be- 
lieved this would be a proper polity for this and 


convinced us we were wrong. 


every other country. 
Mr. Swanwick withdrew his motion. 


as the most valuable. 


Mr. Goopricu did not think it was in order to 
discuss the propriety or impropriety of encourag- 
ing immigration. The only question before them 
was, whether or no the certificate of citizenship 
He thought it 
It was not a sale of citizenship, as had been 
represented, but a stamp upon this kind of paper. 
He thought the argument of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that, if a father neglected to become 
a citizen, all his children, before they could be cit- 
izens, would each have to pay twenty dollars, 
would be a tie upon parental affection for a father 
to do what his children would be so much bene- 


was a proper object of taxation. 
was. 


fited by. 
ralized, and thereby the duty might be evaded. 


«certificate, such an obligation would be laid upon 
them. He voted in favor of twenty dollars ; but, 
on reflection, he thought the sum too large. He 
believed the object proper for taxation, and should 
only view the subject in that light. 
operate, he said, on men coming into this country 
only, but upon many persons already in it. He 
had been frequently witness to applications from 
‘men to become citizens, who had been in the 
country from the year 1783. Many of these, since 
“the passing of the general naturalization law,had 
been naturalized under the State laws; and if it 
-were determined that this naturalization was not 

‘effectual, they would have the ceremony again to 
‘go through under the law of the United States. 
It was very unsound policy, and he questioned the 
consistency of it, to make property a rule for a 
‘man’s becoming a citizen. One of the rights ofa 
‘citizen was voting at an election, and if it was 
necessary he should be possessed of a certificate 
{f this kind before his vote could be admitted, it 
vould be the same thing as to require him to be 
‘possessed of a certain proportion of property be- 
fore he had aright to vote; in this view he thought 
he principle improper. He wished the gentle- 
nan from Pennsylvania had not withdrawn his 
otion, as he should be in favor of voting for a 
mall sum. 

Mr. Lyon was opposed to this amendment. It 
ppeared to him injurious, cruel, and impolitic. 
It was injurious, because we had dealt out a dif- 


Mr. Macon opposed the tax altogether, as tend- 
ing to injure the poor and industrious part of the 
immigrants to this country, which he looked upon 


Mr. VenaBe did not know that it was neces- 
sary to take a certificate when a person was natu- 


Mr. Crair doubted not, if this tax were laid, 
that if persons were not now obliged to take a 


It would not 


ferent kind of language heretofore; we had told 
the world, that there was in this country a good 
spring of liberty, and invited all to come and drink 
of it. We had told them that the country was 
rich and fertile, and invited them to come and 
taste of our fruits; and he did not think it was 
right now to turn round to them and say, you 
shall not be admitted as citizens unless you pay 
twenty dollars. This looked like entering into a 
treaty offensive and defensive, with the Monarch 
of Britain, to prevent his subjects from leaving 
him and coming hither. He was almost led to 
suspect the thing was introduced on the sugges- 
tion of a certain foreign Minister. 

The Speaker declared such suggestions to be 
wholly out of order. 

Mr. Sewa tu said, though he wished this coun- 
try to be an asylum for men of every other who 
chose to come to it, yet he did not wish.to see 
foreigners our governors; and, indeed, if they 
were admitted as voters at our elections, they in 
some degree became the governors of our coun- 
try. He wished, therefore, that a longer resi- 
dence should be necessary, before a foreigner 
should become a citizen. He liked this amend- 
ment, because it made it necessary for a man :to 
have a little property before he could be admitted. 
This was looked upon as necessary in every other 
country. Nor did he think the tax. too large, äs 
any man might afford to pay this sum after he 
had been five yearsin the country. It was well 
known that this game of citizenship had’ been 
played to the injury of the country. They had 
seen men to-day take the oath of allegiance and 
becoming citizens of the United States, and the 
next again become citizens of the French. Reptb- 
lic, by entering on board their privateers... - 

Mr. R. Witiiams said, there was sufficient rea- 
son for disagreeing to this proposition, without 
considering the policy or ,impolicy of admitting 
foreigners to the rights of citizenship. The object 
of this bill, he said, was to lay a tax upon proper- 
ty, or the evidence of property, and he wished: it 
to be confined to that object. This amendment 
was rather a tax upon liberty, than upon property, 
and therefore improper to be introduced into it. 
As to what was said by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, on the subject of a foreigner-being 
possessed of some property before he should be'ad- 
mitted as a citizen, such a consideration might-be 
a good one, introduced in a proper place, but not 
here. He trusted, therefore, the amendment would 
not prevail. In place of twenty dollars he should 
not be willing to vote for a cent for this object, 
since he believed the principle to be wrong.” 

Mr. THATCHER said, gentlemen viewed only one 
side of the question ; they constantly spoke of the 
twenty dollars, which they called an. enormous 
sum; but they said nothing of the benefits which 
were to be received in return ; they were to receive 
for that sum all the advantages which this coun- 
try had obtained by much treasuré and blood. He 
thought the doors of naturalization too wide. Too ~ 
many foreigners emigrated-hither ; they were out 
of proportion to the natives; for he wished the 
American interest always to prevail over all-for- 
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eign interest. He would much rather, therefore, 
that the certificate was forty dollars than twenty 


dollars. 


Mr. J. Witurams did not think this question 
This bill was in- 
tended to raise funds towards paying off the na- 
tional debt—the debt incurred while we were 
fighting for our liberty and independence ; and 
shall those, said he, who come to partake of these 
advantages, pay nothing for it? If the country 
was not worth the tax imposed, foreigners would 
not come toit. If the tax were too high, it might 
be lowered ; or, if too low, made higher. He was 
forhaving the law go into effect, as experience 
would enable them to make it more perfect. Any 
man who was industrious, he was certain, would 
never begrudge the payment of twenty dollars for 
this object—he would rather glory in it. The 
liberty of the country was rated very low indeed, 
when it-was not thought to be worth twenty dol- 


Was put upon iis true ground. 


lars. 


„Mr. Brooxs was in favor of retaining the 
clause. Twenty dollars could not be said to be 
the price of naturalization, but merely as a stamp 
upon the certificates; nor was there any more 
impropriety in this, than laying a duty upon the 


admission of lawyers to exercise their profession. 


„Mr. MceDowELL was against the amendment. 
He looked upon it as a departure from the spirit 
of our Government, and derogatory to us as an 
enlightened nation. It had been remarked by gen- 
tlemen that we had fought and bled for our liber- 
ties. It was true, that we had fought for liberty, 
but, he trusted, we did not mean to confine it to 
On the contra- 
ry, people of other countries had been invited to 
come and partake with us our blessings—our laws 
had-all gone to this; but now, after vast numbers 
‘were come, and others were coming, all at once, 
we propose to make sale of our privileges. This 
he-could not agree to. It was not the wealthy, 
that he wanted to 
emigrate to our country; it was a different class 
of men, viz: mechanics, farmers, and other indus- 


:aurselves; nor to sell it to others. 


the. high-bred, the well-born, 


trlous persons; it was men like those who were 


wanted to improve our country, and it would be 
very inconvenient for them to pay the sum pro- 
posed. If the country were small and full of 


people, instead of being immensely largeand thinly 
opine, there might be some ground for the 
policy ; but.there was none at present, 

“Mr. Gatuatin said, when he was up before, the 
question .was, whether the tax should be reduced 
rom twenty dollars to four; it was now whether 
there. should be any. He considered this law 
merely as a.revenue law by means of stamps; but 
it appeared from what had fallen from the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts (Mr. SewarL) that the 

clause under consideration was not so much in- 
troduced for the. purpose of. revenue as for chang- 
ing the -law.respecting naturalization, He con- 
ceived that. law had nothing to do with the pres- 


ent question; indeed: it would. be impossible to] fı 


take the necessary. views of the subject, whilst 
they were considering the best way of raising a 
revenue-by means of stamps... They had proposed 


to raise a revenue from certain papers in existence; 
but this proposition went to tax a paper which 
had no existence; for a new law must be passed 
if this clause was agreed to, directing that these 
certificates shall be issued. The proper way of. 
doing the business, would be to say, that no man 
should be admitted a citizen without paying twenty 
dollars. There would be no occasion for a stamp. 
act to do this. 

But if the clause before them were to be con- 
sidered as intended to operate as a check upon: 
naturalization, he did not think it a proper way 
of doing it. He did not think they ought to put 
a price upon the rights of citizenship. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. THATCHER, ) 
said they were to consider the advantages re- 
ceived for the twenty dollars; so that, according“ 
to his idea, the value of citizenship would be 
worth twenty dollars, and, of course, that it would 
be too dear at fifty. He, on the contrary, thought 
the privileges of an American citizen invaluable 
to every one who was sensible of their impor- 
tance, and that money could not be placed in 
competition with them. 

Mr. G. justified the manners of the people .of 
Pennsylvania; though that State had always en- 
couraged emigration, even whilst under the Brit- 
ish Government. Indeed, he said, the manners 
of Europe were the manners of this country. In 
the first constitution of Pennsylvania, every man 
who had resided one year in the State was enti- 
tled to citizenship. There was a time when this 
was also the policy of the United States. In order 
to prove this, he read the following passage from 
the Declaration of Independence: 


“The history of the present King of Great Britainis 
a history of repeated injuries and usurpations, all hav- 
ing in direct object the establishment of an absolute 
tyranny over these States. To prove this, let facts be 
submitted to a candid world.” 


And then, among other grievances, the Decla- 
ration states, that 


“He has endeavored to prevent the population of 
these States; for that purpose, obstructing the laws fo: 
naturalization of foreigners ; refusing to pass others, to, 
encourage their migration hither, and raising the con 
ditions of new appropriations of lands.” 


If there was a certificate directed to be issued 
on a person’s becoming a citizen of the Unite 
States, he should have no objection to lay a modë 
erate duty upon it; and, if the object was revenue 
he was certain a small sum would raise more than 
alarger. He should, therefore, renew the motion 
of his colleague, to reduce the twenty dollars to 
five dollars, that the sense of the House might be, 


persons of this dè- 
State of Pennsylvania alone. °~ 

Mr. G. again spoke of the hardship und 
which a tax of twenty dollars would lay the po 
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man, and especially his children, who would be 
punished for the neglect, the poverty, or the death 
of their parent. He trusted, therefore, if a tax were 
` laid upon these certificates, it would be a low one. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS moved to strike out five dollars, 
© and insert ten dollars. He said that such persons 
as were not naturalized were still secured in the 
ossession of their lands in the State of New York, 
by an annual law for that purpose ; and, he doubt- 
ed not, the same was done in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, therefore that could be no objection to 
the tax. 

Mr. Oris observed that the gentleman from 
Virginia had furnished a conclusive argument in 
favor of the proposed tax, for if a certificate of na- 
‘turalization was not required by law, the duty 
would be optional, and consequently fair and equi- 
table. He agreed that the present amendment 
‘was merely a question of revenue, but the policy of 
a tax was always a fair object. of discussion, and 
it was therefore proper to consider the indirect and 
remote effects of the present bill upon the natural- 
ization of foreigners. He denied the expediency 
of affording too great a facility to their admission 
among us. In the infancy of the country it was 
necessary to encourage emigration, and foreigners 
of all countries had been wisely invited and al- 
lowed to settle in-our country. To the industry 
of emigrants many parts of the country were in- 
debted for the most valuable improvements in ag- 
riculture and the arts, and he knew foreigners who 
were an honor to the United States, who had aided 
in forming their Constitutions, in fighting their 
battles, and who were not less meritorious citizens 
for not being born in the country. There were 
others in that House and other Legislatures who 
were entitled to the highest consideration and re- 
‘spect. He rejoiced in the advantages derived from 
persons of this description. They would not be 
affected by the present tax; but he was not anx- 
ious to give greater latitude to the laws of na- 
turalization; on the contrary, he thought it wise 
to restrain that privilege. He did not believe it 
to be necessary to rely upon that source of popu- 
lation, but considered the native American germ 
to be amply sufficient for the production of such 
scions as were worth cultivation. He denied that 
the manners of Europe were the manners of this 
country. In that quarter of the world a revolution 
of manners, of the most formidable nature, threat- 
ened the subversion of all sound principle, of all 
social order; and a system of profligacy had swept 
off every vestige of whatever was most amiable 
and respectable in the eye of humanity. He 
trusted the case was different in this country. It 
was true that Virginia was indebted in a great 
measure for her prosperity to the industrious es- 
tablishments formed by foreigners of various de- 
scriptions; but it should also be remembered that 
the foulest stain in the annals of that State was 
not tobe imputed to natural-born citizens. 

Theamendment, he said, would not affect those 
men who had already lands in this country; nor 


asylum in it. 


‘the deserving part of those who might.seek an 
ASY: Persons of that description would 
ŝàsily pay the tax; “but it would tend to foreclose’ 


the mass of vicious and disorganizing characters. 
who could not live peaceably at home, and who, 
after unfurling the standard of rebellion in their 
own countries, might come hither to revolutionize 
ours. - 

He felt every disposition to respect those honest 
and industrious people, whether Germans, Irish- 
men, or foreigners of whatever country, who had 
become citizens, and to fraternize with them while 
they remained obedient to the laws, and faithful 
io their adopted country ; but he did not wish to 
invite hordes of wild Irishmen, nor the turbulent 
and disorderly of all parts of the world, to come 
here with a view to disturb our tranquillity, after 
having succeeded in the overthrow of their own 
Governments, 

Mr. Porrer was willing to agree to make the 
sum ten dollars, in order to shorten the businéss, 
though he did not think fifty too much. 3% 

Mr. Corr thought it unfortunate that they 
should, in this instance, have wandered from the , 
object of the bill. He trusted when the friends 
of the bill, who were also friends of this measure, 
saw the difficulty which would attend the incor- 
porating of the subject with it, they would -give 
it up. 

Mr. Batpwtn was in favor of the smaller sum. 
He said this was a subject upon which it ‘was al- 
ways found difficult to legislate, as different.parts 
of the country. had very different ideas upon it.-In 
the part of the country from whence he came, the 
people would not approve of such a tax. He. be- 
lieved there were parts of the country. which 
would not object to a tax of one thousand dollars 
upon this object, but it was not so in other parts. 
Ali the prosperity of some States depended upon 
emigration, and to laya heavy tax of this kind, 
would be to do violence to their feelings. When 
he heard different. gentlemen express their opin- 
ions, he knew they were the opinions of the peo- 
ple from whence they came. If they. were as 
well acquainted with the whole of the country. as 
with fifty miles round their own homes, their sen- 
timents would be different. apd 

Mr. Srrereaves thought this tax as justifiable 
and as much connected with the present bill.as 
the tax upon lawyers, and that twenty dollars 
would be a reasonable sum. sree 

The question for-inserting ten. dollars was then 
put and negatived,.and then five was moved and 
carried, there being 56 in favor of it. 

The question was then upon agreeing to- the 
proposition as amended. poe 

Mr. Swanwick spoke at length on this subject, 
and dwelt particularly on the hardships which the 
poorer part of emigrants would experience in pay- 
ing this tax, and if they did not pay it, they would 
be living in the country as foreigners, and not as 
citizens of a free country. OE 

Mr. VenasLe did not consider this as a tax 
which would fall equally upon all foreigners who 
became citizens, but partially wpon. those who 
might have occasion for certificates, and even tú- 
plicates of them. Cex i; eee 

The question on this proposition was taken, and 
stood—yeas 46, nays 42, as follows: 
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Yxas—John Allen, George Baer, jr., James A. Bay- 
ard, Theophilus Bradbury, David Brooks, Nathan Bry- 
an, Christopher G. Champlin, Matthew Clay, James 
Cochran, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, Thomas 
"T: Davis, John Dennis, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, 
‘Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, 
‘Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hos- 
mer, Samuel Lyman, William Matthews, Daniel Mor- 
gan, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., James Schureman, 
Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, 
Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, William Smith, 
of Charleston, George Tilatcher, Richard Thomas, 
Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Peleg Wadsworth, and John Williams. 

Nays—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel 
Benton, Thomas Blount, Demsey Burges, Samuel J. 
Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, 
John Dawson, George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, Tho- 
mas Evans, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, James Gilles- 
pie, Robert Goodloe Harper, Jonathan N. Havens, Da- 

. vid Holmes, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Mat- 
thew Locke, Matthew Lyon, James Machir, Nathaniel 
Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John 
Milledge, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, 
Tompson J. Skinner, William Smith, of Pinckney Dis- 
trict, Richard Sprigg, jr, Richard Stanford, Thomas 
Sumter, John Swanwick, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Abraham Venable, and Robert 
Williams. . 


Mr. Bayarp moved to strike out the exception 
in favor of patents for military lands, on the ground 
that they were mostly in the hands of speculators ; 
but, after some conversation, his motion was nega- 
tived, ee yeas ‘and nays being taken on it,) 71 to 
12, as follows: 


` ¥xas—John Allen, George Baer, jr, Abraham Bald- 
win, David Bard, Thomas Blount, Theophilus Brad- 
bury, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, Christopher G. 
Champlin, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John 
Clopton, James Cochran, Joshua Coit, William Craik, 
Samuel W. Dana, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
John Dennis, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, 
John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hart- 
ley, William: Hindman, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. 
Hosmer, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Samuel 
Lyman, Matthew Lyon, James Machir, Nathaniel Ma- 
con; William Matthews, Blair McClenachan, Joseph 
McDowell, John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. 
Morris, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, 
Elisha R.-Potter, John Rutledge, jr, Samuel Sewall, 
William Shepard, Tompson J. Skinner, Thomas Sin- 
nickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, William 
Smith, of Charleston, William Smith, of Pinckney dis- 
trict, Richard. Sprigg, jr, Richard Stanford, Thomas 

Sumter, John Swanwick, Geo. Thatcher, Mark Thom- 
` gon, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Peleg Wadsworth, John’ Williams, and Robert Wil- 
liams. 

Nays-—-James A. Bayard, David Brooks, Samuel J. 
Cabell, George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, James Gil- 
lespie, Jonathan N. Havens, Matthew Locke, John 
Reed, Nathaniel Smith, John E. Van Alen, and Joseph 
B. Varnum. | : 


Mr. CHAMPLIN moved tö strike. out. “foreign 


bills of exchange” from any duty, owing to the 
embarrassment such a duty might occasion, from 
a foreign merchant not being able to say whether 
a bill was drawn upon a proper kind of stamp. 

This motion was also negatived. 

Upon the amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole to strike out the words “ except notes issued 
by any bank,” &e., it was carried—76 to 11, as 
follows: 


Yeas—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Abraham Bald- 
win, David Bard, Lemuel Benton, Thomas Blount, 
David Brooks, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, Samuel 
J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John 
Clopton, Joshua Coit, Samuel W. Dana, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, John Dennis, George Dent, Lu- 
cas Elmendorph, Thos. Evans, John Fowler, Nathaniel 
Freeman, jr., Albert Gallatin, James Gillespie, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Ro- 
bert Goodloe Harper, Jonathan N. Havens, Wm. Hind- 
man, David Holmes, Walter Jones, Matthew Locke, 
Samuel Lyman, Matthew Lyon, James Machir, Na- 
thaniel Macon, William Matthews, Blair McClenachan, 
Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, Daniel Morgan, 
Lewis R. Morris, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Har- 
rison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Elisha R. Potter, John 
Reed, John Rutledge, jr,, James Schureman, Samuel 
Sewall, William Shepard, Tompson J. Skinner, Jere- 
miah Smith, William Smith, of Pinckney District, Rich- 
ard Sprigg, jr, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
John Swanwick, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, 
Mark Thomson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, John E. 
Van Alen, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Abraham Venable, Peleg Wadsworth, John Williams, 
and Robert Williams. í 


Naxs—James A. Bayard, Christopher G. Champlin» 
James Cochran, William Craik, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Thomas Hartley, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, Samuel 
Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, and William Smith, of 
Charleston. 


Mr. Crarx moved to strike out the whole of the 
clause relative to a duty on bonds, bills, and, notes; 
which was negatived, without a division. 

Mr. GALLATIN moved to strike out the clause 
which forbids the receiving of any paper not legally 
stamped, in any court of justice, in evidence; and 
the yeas and nays were taken upon it, and stood 
37 to 40, as follows: 


Yras—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel Ben- 
ton, Thomas Blount, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, 
Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay; 
John Clopton, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, Lucas 
Elmendorph, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, James Gil-, 
lespie, John A. Hanna, Jonathan N. Havens, David 
Holmes, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Ma- 
con, Blair McClenachan, John Milledge, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Tompson J. Skinner, 
William Smith, of Pinckney District, Richard Sprigg, 
jr, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, »: 
and Robert Williams. 


Naxs—John Allen, George Baer, jr., James A. Bay- 
ard, David Brooks, Christopher G. Champlin, James 
Cochran, Joshua Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Dennis, George Dent, Thomas Evans, Abiel Fos- 
ter, Dwight. Foster, Nath’l Freeman, jr.» Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William. Gordon, Roger Griswold,- 
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Wiliam B. Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, William 
Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, Samuel Lyman, James 
Machir, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, 
Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Samuel Sitgreaves, 
Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, William Smith, of 
Charleston, John Swanwick, George Thatcher, Richard 
Thomas, John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and 
‘John Williams. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
. third reading on Monday. Adjourned. 


Monpay, July 3. 


Mr. W. Smirx proposed a resolution appropri- 
ating a sum of money for erecting jails in those 
States in which there are not sufficient ones at 
present for containing the prisoners of the United 
States. 

This proposition was opposed on the ground of 
its being no way connected with thé present ses- 
sion, and negatived, without a division. 
© The bill for laying a stamp duty was read a 
third time, and the blanks filled up, viz: that for 
fixing the time of the act taking effect, with the 
31st day of December next; the fine and imprison- 
ment for counterfeiting stamps, &c., with $1,000 
and seven years imprisonment; and the time for 
which the duration of the act was limited, with 
five years. 

- The yeas and nays being taken on the passage 
_of the bill, were—yeas 47, nays 41, as follows: 


Yxas—John Allen, James A. Bayard, David Brooks, 
James Cochran, Joshua Coit, William Craik, Samuel 
W. Dana, James Davenport, John Dennis, Geo. Dent, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan 
_ Freeman, James Gillespie, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, John A. 
-Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, Wil- 
lam Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, Samuel Lyman, 
James Machir, William Matthews, Daniel Morgan, 
Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. Potter, 
_John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., James Schureman, Sam- 
uel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Sam. 
uel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, of Charleston, George Thatcher, Richard 
Thomas, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, Peleg 
Wadsworth, and John Williams. 

Naxys—George Baer, jr, Abraham Baldwin, David 
Bard, Lemuel Benton, Thomas Blount, Nathan Bryan, 
Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Christ’r G. Champ- 
lin, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, 
John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Jonathan N. Havens, 
David Holmes, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Mat- 
‘thew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair 
McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, An- 
: thony New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Tompson 
J. Skinner, William Smith, of Pinckney District, Rich- 
ard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph 
B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, and Robert Williams. 


ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATIONS. 
. The House went thtoa Committee of the Whole 
on the bill making additional appropriations for 


the service of the year 1797; and the blanks of the 
-bill. were filled as follows: 


1, For the compensations granted by law 
to the members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, their officers and attendants, 
estimated for a session of two months - $77,389 66 

2. For the expenses of firewood, station- 
ery, printing work, and all other contingent 
expenses of the two Houses of Congress - 

3. For printing the laws of the present 
session - - - - - 

4. For making good the allowance to 
clerks employed in the Department of State, 
agreeably to law - - - - 

5. For the salary of an additional clerk 
in the Department of State, to perform the 
duties of an Accountant, and when not so 
employed, to do the ordinary services of a 
clerk - - - - - 

6. For defraying the expenses of foreign 
intercourse, for the year one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-seven, beyond the ap- 
propriations heretofore authorized by law - 60,500 00 

7. For the salaries of two extra clerks in 
the office of the Accountant of the War 
Department - - - - 

8. For completing and equipping the fri- 
gates United States, Constitution, and Con- 
stellation ~ - - - - 200,000 -00 

9. For the pay and subsistence of the 
officers and' crews of the said frigates - 100,000 06 

10. For the extra expenses authorized by : 
law during the present session in relation to 
the revenue cutters - - - 10,000 00 

11. For the repairs and fabrication of 
arms and cannon carriages - 

12. For completing the six months pay 
and subsistence. of the officers discharged 
under the act of the third March, one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-seven - 

13. For the Hospital Department - 

14. For making good a deficiency arising 
from the balance of moneys of various ap- 
propriations being carried to the credit of 
the ‘Surplus Fund,” in pursuance of the 
sixteenth section of the act passed the third 
of March, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-five, viz: for erecting a light-house 
on the head land of Cape Hatteras, and a 
lighted beacon on Shell Castle island, in the 
harbour of Ocracock, in the State of North 
Carolina - - - - 

15. For enabling a remittance to the Com- 
missioners of the Dutch loans at Amsterdam,. 
in payment for a quantity of saltpetre - 

16. For repaying the Bank of the United 
States asum advanced upon certain Trea- 
sury bills drawn upon collectors of the reve- 
nue of the United States, in North Carolina 

17. For the payment of the Commissioner 
of Loans for the State of Rhode Island, on 
account of two clerks who were employed in 
the year one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety -six o= - - - 


6,500 00 
1,050 00 


269 70 


800 00 


800 00 


39,000 00 


2,580. 00 
5,000 -00 


44,000 00 


17,031. 89 


5,150 06 


54-00 


Total - - ~“ $570,125 -25 
/ === 

The five first. items were agreed to without ob- 
jection. On Mr. W. Saurn’s proposing:to fill. the 
sixth item with the sum above stated— oe 
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Mr. Nicuotas called for the reading of the 
particulars which composed this sum. They con- 
sisted of the salary and outfits of Ministers to 
France, to Prussia, and to the Barbary Powers. 
Mr. N. wished the sum mentioned for the Minister 
to Berlin, viz: $13,500, to be deducted from the 
‘$60,500, as he knew of no :possible use that a Min- 
ister to Berlin could be of. He thought the pre- 
sent extension of foreign intercourse was far too 
great ; he wished much to see it narrowed, and 
trusted it would be done at the next session, as 
the law on that subject would then expire. He 
wished, therefore, to reduce this sum, in’ order to 
show their wish to have the business of foreign 
intercourse circumscribed. He moved to fill the 
blank with $47,000. 

Mr. Harper thought it was too late for the gen- 
tleman to talk in this manner, because a sum of 
money had uniformly been appropriated for the pur- 
pose of foreign intercourse. It was extraordinary, 
therefore, that at this day, if there were no good 
reasons for it, that they should now be called upon 
to depart from their usual practice. He hoped it 
would not meet with the approbation of the House. 

Mr. McDowe Lt was opposed to voting any con- 
siderable sum for this purpose. It might have 
been. proper heretofore; but he could see no reason 
at present for entering into treaties with nations 

“with whom we neither had, nor could have any 
considerable connexion. He wished to pause be- 
fore. they agreed to this measure ; because, if agreed 
to, he expected it would hereafter be produced as 
reason why they should extend the subject still 
further. 

Mr. Nicwonas said, the gentleman from South 
Carolina seemed to have mistaken him. He did not 
‘propose to strike out anything which had hereto- 
fore been agreed to, but what related to a further 
extension of our foreign intercourse. Of the four 
Northern Powers, he thought it was least necessa- 
ry to have any connexion with Prussia; she was 
in a situation to favor us less than any other Pow- 
er. Ifa new treaty were entered into with Prus- 
sia, he supposed it would be next proposed to have 
one with Sweden, Denmark, and Russia, as we 
had a much greater commercial connexion with 
those Powers than with Prussia. As to their hav- 
ing. once agreed to go into this subject of foreign 
intercourse, it was no reason for continuing it, af- 
ter they were convinced the system was injurious 
to the welfare and happiness of this country. 

Mr. W. Smrru said this motion involved in it 

a very delicate consideration. They were called 

upon to vote for a less sum than that estimated, 


upon the. ground that the President had done. 


wrong in sending a Minister to Berlin. His col- 


league. was right, when he said this was running | 


counter to established rule. He thought it would 
be contrary to the spirit of the Constitution, be- 
cause. the power -of judging of the propriety of 
-sending-Ministers to foreign countries rested with 
the’President and Senate; but this House, con- 
ceiving they had made an injudicious exercise of 


‘that right, say they will withhold the necessary 


appropriations; which, ‘he said, would. be exer- 
cising a power over that~-branch of Government 


in which the Constitution had alone placed the 
power of doing the business. It was his opinion 
that the President having sent a Minister to Ber- 
lin, they were as much bound to appropriate mo- 
ney to defray the expense, as they were bound to 
provide for the salary of the President, or of the 
Judges. Some gentlemen, however, thought, that 
such a situation might exist, as would justify the 
withholding of appropriations. Admitting that 
there might be such a situation, a question would 
arise, whether it should be done by withholding 
an appropriation, by impeachment, or by a vote of 
eensure on the President. For, if that House 
were to arrest an appropriation, he supposed the 
Senate would not suffer the bill to pass without 
it, and, unless they came into the opinion of the 
Senate, no bill could pass. 

He found himself embarrassed in discussing 
this question, because it was not their province to 
adduce reasons for sending a Minister to any par- 
ticular place ; but he thought, if it were desirable, 
we should have a Minister at any foreign Court, 
it was that of Prussia; and from the connexion 
which subsisted between that Monarch and the 
French Republic, he should have supposed that 
those gentlemen who wished so much to harmo- 
nize with the French Republic, would not have 
objected to the sending of a Minister there. 

The treaty we formerly had with Prussia was 
expired, and he believed that Court had requested 
arenewal of it; the President had also recom- 
mended it in his Speech at the opening of the 
session ; and there might exist reasons for it which - 
were not- proper to be laid before that House. He 
agreed that, prima facie, there appeared to bea 
greater propriety for us to enter into treaty with 
Denmark, Sweden, and Russia, than with Prussia. 
We had a treaty with Sweden about to expire; 
and it was not improbable that the gentleman sent 
to Berlin, might also be employed in making a 
treaty with Sweden. If gentlemen had intended 
to make the present serious opposition to the mea- 
sure, he thought it would have been more candid 
to have given notice of the intention, that the gen- 
tleman might have been prepared to meet it. 

Mr. GALLATIN said, it was rather singular that 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means should be unprepared to meet any opposi- 
tion to this measure, since he knew that several 
members of that committee were opposed to it, 
and he must therefore have expected that they 
would have moved to appropriate a less sum. But 
it appeared as ìf the gentleman wished to make a 
very serious question of what he considered as 
merely incidental, viz: whether they should vote 
so much money, or a less sum. He believed he 
should show it was of little importance. n 

In relation to the Constitution, it was merely - 
said, that the President should have power to ap- .. 
point Ministers, Ambassadors, &c., but, by the 
power to appoint Ministers, could never be meant 
that he had the power to send Ministers to all the 
Courts of Europe, and to all-the principalities of 
Germany, and- call: upon ‘that House only.in an 
indirect way to agree to theappropriation. As to. 
the power of appointing Ministers, it' was a new 
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power given to the Executive by the present Con- 
stitution. The first Congress took up the subject ; 
they might have said there should be four or six 
Ministers employed. They did not do this; but 
they declared that the salary of a Minister should 
not exceed nine thousand dollars, nor his outfit 
a similar sum, nor the whole annual expense for- 
ty thousand dollars. By this check they divided 
the power with the Executive ; and if this power 
were not acted upon, it would have been absurd 
to have given it to them. He did not look upon 
the present question as by any means a Constitu- 
tional one. The President had appointed a Min- 
ister for Berlin, for reasons best known to himself; 
and the question between them was, whether the 
appointment was a proper one. 

They had been yearly called upon for addition- 
al appropriations for this object: if they thought 
it necessary to check this spirit for foreign con- 
nexions, or were determined not to renew the law 
relative to foreign negotiations, it would be right 
to agree to the proposed reduction. As to im- 
peachment or censure, they were out of the ques- 
tion. The President thought a Minister to the 
Court in question would be of some use; they 
thought differently, and that the money would be 
more valuable. Where was the cause of accusa- 
tion? It was merely a difference of opinion. 

Another collateral argument of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, related to what the Senate 
would do. He did not think it parliamentary to 
say the Senate would do this or that. 

To enforce the propriety of sending a Minister to 
Berlin, the gentleman from South Carolina had 
suggested two reasons, viz: the recommendation 
of the President, and the propriety of renewing 
our treaty. He did not think a renewal of that 
treaty would be of any advantage to us; nor did 
he think any gentleman was anxious aboutit. By 
that treaty, the United States were prohibited 
from fitting out privateers in any case. But he 
“thought that gentleman had used a strong argu- 
ment against sending a Minister to Berlin. He 
did not know how far the gentleman was well 
informed, but if the object of the Minister was to 
prevail upon the King of Prussia to obtain an ac- 
commodation for us with France, he thought it 
= would be the worst policy which could be adopt- 
ed. Such an offer of mediation would not be 
likely to produce an accommodation. [Mr. 8. 
said he had mentioned this merely as a suggestion 
of his own, without any authority. ] 

Another consideration, Mr. G. said, which in- 
duced him to be in favor of reducing the appro- 
priation was, that the money was altogether un- 
necessary. He did not suppose the gentleman 
from South Carolina wished to appropriate for 
Ministers who had no existenee,and the money 
now asked had been appropriated already in full. 
It was true it was appropriated for a Minister to 
be sent to Portugal; but none had been sent there, 
‘so that the. money remained unexpended, and the 
same gentleman intended for the former embassy 
“was now employed on this. . The. fact was, that 
their appropriations: for foreign intercourse were 
not particulafized, but made in gross. There was, 


therefore, a sufficient sum of money in hand, since 
the object bad merely been changed. 

Mr. J. Wititams argued in favor of the larger 
sum, as it had been usual to appropriate money to 
pay the expense of any Minister which the Presi- 
dent (according to the powers placed in him by 
the Constitution) thought it necessary to send 
abroad. He thought it might be attended with 
bad consequences to withhold the necessary ap- 
propriations for this purpose, especially when a 
Minister had already been appointed. 

Mr. N. Smita said, this was a subject which 
had agitated the House ever since the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania came into the Government; 
as it had been his constant endeavor to swallow 
up the Executive power in that House. For, cer- 
tainly, if that House had the power to appropri- 
ate or not to appropriate, to destroy or support 
the appointment of a Minister, at their pleasure, 
it was certain that the Executive was no longer 
an independent branch of Government. Mr. 8. 
said, as he wished to preserve the Govern- 
ment pure, he should always bear ‘testimony 
against such a doctrine. He considered the Ex- 
ecutive as the sole judge as to the propriety of ap- 
pointing foreign Ministers; and, being sole judge, 
that House had no right to judge over his head, 
any more than over the head of the Judiciary; 
and whenever any one branch of Government 
shall presume to judge over the head of another, 
there will be an end to the. purity of our system.’ 

Mr. Baupwin spoke of the ground. upon which 
this business was originally settled. He said, they 
determined not to say to the President to what 
place a Minister should be sent, or what-quality 
of Minister should be appointed, but they stipula- 
ted the quantity of money to be expended. At 
the time the sum was first enlarged, a particular 
urgency existed. He looked upon the extension 
of this power as unfortunate for this country, and 
he should be against its going further. -The gen- 
tleman from Connecticut had, therefore, disturbed 
himself unnecessarily, when he thought this doc- 
trine was of recent date; it was certainly as old 
as the Government. 

Mr. Tuatcuer thought the gentleman last up 
was mistaken. He did not believe that by: con- 
fining the expenditure, in respect to foreign-nego= 
tiations, to $40,000, it was meant to trammel the 
powers of the President; but.that that sum was 
granted because it was thought it would be suffi- 
cient for the purpose. He had no idea that they 
had a right to restrict the President in this 're- 
spect. 

Mr. Sewatt considered this question of somuch 
importance that he could not refrain from deliv- 
ering his opinion upon it. He insisted upon the 
Constitution being clear in placing the power in 
the Executive, and that the appointment of Min- 
isters stood upon the same ground as the appoint- 
ment of the Judges of the Federal Court: The 
question, he said, seemed to be come ‘to this: 
Whether the President should. obtain‘an appro- 
priation from that House before he:proceeded to 
appoint a Minister? A doctrine ‘ofthis kind 
would be extremely inconvenient, since Congress 
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were only in session at certain periods, whereas 
it could not be said at what precise time it should 
be necessary to send a Minister to a foreign coun- 
try. Ifthe President should be guilty of exces- 
sive ill conduct, gentlemen would do well to come 
forward and say he had done wrong; but, even 
in that case, he should be doubtful whether that 
House would be justified in refusing an appropri- 
ation, as it would be necessary to punish the Presi- 
dent ina different way; for, in refusing the ne- 
cessary money, the person employed on the em- 
bassy would be punished, and not the President. 

Mr. Gatuatin wished the gentleman from 
Connecticut, instead of being angry, had attended 
to the fact which he had stated, viz: that the 
money asked for was already appropriated. He 
wished, also, that he had inquired into the fact, 
whether, at any time, they had appropriated for 
the expense of Ministers before they existed? If 
they were bound to appropriate, they were not 
bound to appropriate beyond what was before 
them. He did not believe that even the gentleman 
from Connecticut would subscribe to this doctrine. 

As to what the gentleman had said relative to 
what had taken place since he came into that 
House, he was mistaken altogether. In addition 
to what had been said by the gentleman from 
Georgia, he would -ask why the law of 1790 
was limited for two years, if not meant to check 
the power of the President? If Congress had 
been of opinion that they were bound, they would 
have made a permanent appropriation as in rela- 
tion to the public debt. If, because they differed 
in opinion, they were to charge each other with 
subverting the Government, there would be an 
end to business. He gave the Constitution a con- 
struction which he thought right; that gentle- 
man, he supposed, did the same, and though, in 
his opinion, his doctrine brought all Legislative 
power into the hands of the Executive, yet he 
would not charge him with any other than good 
intentions. 

With respect to the Judges of the Supreme 
Court, the President had the power only to ap- 
point them, their number was fixed by the Legis- 
lature; so that there was a similar check in both 
eases. He thought the true ground was the ex- 
pediency of the business. 

Mr. Harrer asked whether that House was 
possessed of all the information necessary to form 
a` judgment of the propriety of this measure. 
Could they say with propriety, that a Minister 
ought not to be sent either to Lisbon or Berlin? 
And if the proposed sum were taken from the ap- 
propriation, one of these missions must be given 
up. Thus to control the power of the President, 
in his opinion, would be to destroy a provision of 
the Constitution, and bring the President into a 
very humiliating situation. 

Mr: Nicuonas.said, if the appropriation of 
money ‘was not vested in their hands for the pur- 
pose of exercising their judgment upon the pro- 

. priety of expense, he could not see the use it was 
of; but he did believe they had the power of 
controlling what. appeared to them improper ex- 
pense, and that it was their duty to do so. 


The question was put, for filling the blank with 
the larger sum, viz: $60,500, and carried, there 
being fifty votes in favor of it, — 

The 7th, Sth, 9th, 10th, llth, and 12th items 
were agreed to without opposition. 

On the $5,000 proposed for the hospital depart- 
ment, some debate took place. It was urged by 
Messrs. W. Smiru and Oris, on the ground of its 
having been called for by the proper department, 
and that if it was not expended, the money would 
be safe in the Treasury. 

It was opposed by Messrs. GALLATIN, VaRNUM, 
and Macon, as, in their opinion, unnecessary. It 
was alleged that the expense of this department 
had never reached $7,000, and that $10,000 had 
been appropriated this year, which they thought 
must prove sufficient; if it were not, it might be 
supplied next session. Mr. Gauuatin declared 
he had no faith in the estimates of the War De- 
partment with respect to the several heads of ex- 
pense, as heretofore, when the appropriations were 
made general, and a surplus under one head was 
taken to supply deficiencies under another, the 
hospital department had been estimated at $30,000; 
though, by the return which had been made to 
them last session, it appeared that it scarcely ever 
exceeded $6,000. [It will be recollected that last 
session the appropriations for the Military Estab- 
lishment were made special, so that in future every 
item of expense must be kept distinct.] 

On the motion for striking out this item being 
put, it was negatived—45 to 33. 

The question for filling the blank with $5,000, 
was carried—49 to 30. 

The remainder of the items were.agreed to, 
without debate. The committee rose, the House 
took them up, and agreed to them, and the bill- 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading on" 
Monday. 


DUTY ON SALT. 


Mr. ALLEN laid a resolution on the table, again. 
proposing a duty of cents per bushel on sale; 
ordered to lie. 

A confidential communication was received 
from the PRESIDENT or THE Unitep STATES, as- 
follows: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, 
and House of Representatives : 

The whole of the intelligence which has for som 
time past been received from abroad, the correspon: 
dence between this Governmentand the Ministers of the 
belligerent Powers residing here,and the advices from 
the officers of the United States, civil and military, upoh 
the frontiers, all conspire to show, in a very strong 
light, the critical situation of our country. That Con- 
gress might be enabled to form amore perfect judgment 
of it, and of the measures necessary to be taken, I have’ 
directed the proper officers to prepare such collections 
of extracts from the public correspondence as might 
afford the clearest information. The reports made: tõ- 
me, from the Secretary of State and the Secretary sof: 
War, with a collection of documents from each of them, : 
are now communicated to both Houses of Congress.: T 
have desired that the Message, reports, and documents. 
may be considered as confidential, merely that the meme 
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bers of both Houses of Congress may be apprized of 
their contents before they should be made publie. As 
soon as the two Houses shall have heard them, I shall 
submit to their discretion the publication of the whole or 
any such parts of them as they shall judge necessary or 
expedient for the public good. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Uniren Staves, July 3, 1797. 


The said Message and papers were read, and 
~ ordered to be referred to Messrs. SirerEaves, 
Batpwin, Dana, Dawson, and Hinpman; that 
they do-examine the matter thereof, and report 
the same, with their opinion thereupon, to the 
House. 

Ordered, That the said committee he instruct- 
ed to report whether it will be proper to print any, 
and what part, of the said communication, for 
the use of the members. 


Tusspay, July 4. 


The bill from the Senate, allowing full mileage 
to the members of both Houses; the bill respect- 
ing Consuls and Vice Consuls; and the bill mak- 
ing additional appropriations for the year 1797, 
~ were read the third time and passed. 


DUTY ON SALT. 


Mr. ALLEN called up the resolution he yester- 
day laid upon the table, for laying an additional 
duty on salt. 

Mr. GALLATIN moved to postpone the consider- 
ation of this resolution until the second Monday 
in November. : 
<- Some debate took place on this question; and, 
when it came to be taken, the House was equally 
divided, there being 43 votes for the postpone- 
ment, and 43 against it. The SPEAKER decided 
against the postponement, and the resolution was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole immedi- 
ately. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on this resolution; 
when 
Mr. ALLEN moved the blank cents per bushel, 
be filled with twelve. 

Mr. Swanwick wished the sum to be seven. 
Mr. ALLEN consented to make it eight. 

Mr. Sirereaves hoped it would be twelve. 
The question was first taken upon twelve, and 
egatived, there being only 30 votes for it. It 
was next taken upon eight, and carried, 47 to 42, 
nd then upor the resolution asamended, and car- 
ied by the same numbers. 
- The committee rose, and the House took up the 
esolution. 

After a few words from Mr. Lyon against the 
tax, and from Mr. WituraMs in favor of it, 
‘Mr. W. Smitu went at considerable length into 
defence of the measure, in the course of which, 
che said, they had. already agreed upon appropria- 
ions to the amount of $700,000 or $800,000, and 
Were not certain of any revenue to meet the ex- 
penditure.. The license act, he believed, might 
toduce from $50,000 to $60,000 dollars, and the 
‘stamp act from $100,000. to. $150,000, if- they 
should be passed,.but-he considered this as doubt- 


ful. But if these laws were passed, this tax on`: 
salt was necessary to keep up the equilibrium ‘of: 
taxation ; for the stamp act would almost exclu-: 
sively fall upon commerce and large cities; this 
would principally be felt by the agricultural part: 
of the Union; and, if it were not agreed to, they - 
must have a land tax. ` 

Mr. SsrEPaRD said, no tax would operate so 
equally as a salt tax, as every citizen must make 
use of it in a smaller or larger quantity. 

Mr. GALLATIN opposed this tax on the same 
ground which he heretofore opposed it, as oppres- 
sive to certain parts of the Union, and no way 
affecting others, and therefore wholly unequal, 
and particularly as it bore heavy on the poorer 
classes of society. He was against it also, be- 
cause it was not proposed that the amount of this 
tax should go towards a reduction of the public 
debt, but merely to encourage expense in the Goy- 
ernment; for he believed if they filled the Treas- 
ury with money, means would be found to expend 
it. Indeed, if the Treasury had not been at pres- 
ent in rather a low state, he believed they should 
have gone into most of the expensive measures 
proposed to them this session. He allowed the 
tax would be productive, as a tax upon bread, air, 
or any necessary of life, must be productive... -If: 
this tax, however, were to be agreed to, he should. 
wish to make an amendment to the present prop- 
osition. At present the drawback allowed to the 
New England States, on account of salt used in 
the fisheries, amounted to about $90,000 a year, 
though by the statements it appeared there should: 
only have been allowed $50,000. To rectify this, 
he proposed the following proviso to be added to 
the resolution, viz: ; 


Provided, That the allowance now given upon ves- 
sels employed in the fisheries, shall not be increased. |» 

This amendment was opposed by Messrs. Har- 
PER, SEWALL, Dana, and Krrrera, on the ground 
of its being an unfair way of introducing- the 
proposition, as no one expected it ; they were not 
prepared to meet it; the correctness of the state- 
ment was doubted ; and, if it were correct, it was 
said, the proper way of doing the business would 
not be to pass the present law without a drawback, 
but to reduce the former drawback and-make it 
less on this occasion. 

The motion was supported by the mover, and. 
Messrs. Venasce and Livineston; but, after 
some discussion, Mr. GaiLatin withdrew it; in 
order to give gentlemen time to make themselves 
acquainted with the fact he had stated; but he 
expressed his intention of renewing the proposi- 
tion when the bill came in. 

The question then returned upon the original 
resolution ; when i 

Mr. Harper went at length into a defence of 
the measure, (in the course of which he charged 
Mr. Gatiatin with being mistaken $12,000. as to 
the amount of the drawback allowed,) and insisted 
that it was a fair and proper tax, and that so small.. 
an advance upon the present duty could not oper- 
ate oppressively upon any part of the community. 

Mr. Nicmoras followed im- opposition, He 
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dwelt considerably on the unjust and unequal 
manner in which this tax would operate. He 
said he did not view this question as deciding 
merely whether an additional tax of eight cents 
should be laid upon salt; but whether that neces- 
sary of life should be called upon for every thing 
Government should want. He was in favor of a 
direct tax which should fall equally, though it 
might, in the origin, be attended with some con- 
siderable expense; but, if they went on raising 
partial sums in this way by indirect means, the 
expense of instituting a direct tax would always 
be an obstacle, and indirect taxes would always 
be had recourse to. He did not believe it to be 
absolutely necessary to provide a revenue this 
session, as he believed money might as well be 
borrowed without as with additional revenue, 
and, at the next session, the subject could be fully 
gone into. 

Mr. Lyon spoke of the discontent which had 
always been shown in the part of the country from 
whence be came, which, he said, would be greatly 
increased by this addition. It was not only a duty 
of eight cents, every cent would be made four be- 
fore the salt reached them. There was no kind 
of ‘tax which his. constituents would not sooner 
bear. It had been said that a land tax would cost 
twenty-five per cent. to collect it; but what was 
twenty-five compared with three hundred per 
cent.?. Nor did he believe this tax would prevent 
alandtax. He believed they should goon taxin 
the people until they would be greatly dissatisfied. 
He would much rather a tax of eight cents was 
laid upon tea, which would produce an equal sum. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
decided in the affirmative—47 to 41, as follows: 


Yuas—John Allen, George Baer, jr, James A. Bay- 
arn,. David Brooks, John Chapman, Christopher G. 
Champlin, James Cochran, Joshua Coit, Wm. Craik, 
Samuel W. Dana, James Davenport, John Dennis, 
George Dent, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Chauncey Goodrich, Wm. 
Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hos- 
mer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel 
Lyman, William Matthews, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison 
G. Otis, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, James Schure- 
man, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sin- 
nickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel 
Smith, William Smith, of Charleston, John Swanwick, 
George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, 
John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and John Wil- 
liams. 

-Nays—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel 
Benton, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Bur- 
ges, Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Matthew 
Clay; John Clopton, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
Lucas Elmendorph, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, 
James Gillespie, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, 
Jonathan N; Havens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, 
Matthew: Locke, Matthew Lyon, James Machir, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, J oseph McDowell, 
John Milledge, Anthony-New, John N icholas, Tompson 

-Jo Skinner; William Smith, of Pinckney District, Rich- 
ard: Sprigg, jr,- Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
Abram Trigg; John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph 


B: Varnum, Abraham Venable, and Robert Williams. 


came in, and said he was called out to the door, | 
and, from the noise without doors, he had not 4 
heard his name called. His vote being refused’ 4 
to be admitted, he said he should then call: the: 3 
yeas and nays on the passing of the bill. 4 

A committee was appointed to report a bill f 
in pursuance of this resolution; and the House | 
adjourned. 


Wepnespay, July 5. 


A bill was reported for laying a duty upon salt, 
which was twice read, and ordered to be com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole this day, 
after a motion was lost for postponing it till the 
second Monday in November, by 39 to 33. 


AUTHORIZING A LOAN. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill authorizing a loan of money; when 

Mr. W. Smrra moved to fill the blank in which 
was to be inserted the money to be burrowed with 
$800,000, which, he said, was about the amount 
of the appropriations of the present session. 

Mr. GALLATIN said, it was, perhaps, not very 
material as to the exact sum with which this 
blank was filled; but the appropriations of this 
session did not amount to that sum. One hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars had been appro- 
priated for the fortifications, and the amount of 
the appropriation bill was $567,000, which made 
a little over $700,000 ; and there would certainly 
be a considerable overplus of revenue to meet, in 
part, this expense. 

Mr. Harpur denied that a surplus of revenue 
in the present year could be depended on. The 
revenue of 1796, indeed, had proved much more 
productive than was expecied.. The first quarter of 
1797 had also been very productive; but the ac- 
counts were brought up no later, and, consequent- 
ly, it was impossible to know what defalcations 
would take place in the three last quarters of this. 
year, or how productive the whole revenue of it 
would be. Should it be as productive as that of 
1796, there would, indeed, be a surplus above the 
appropriations of last session; but this was uncer- 
tain. The revenue of 1797 was, indeed, to arise ` 
from importations already made, and bonds now 
in the custom-house; but there might be. great. 
failure in the payment of those bonds. It was. 
known how much the trading capital of this 
country, which stood pledged for the payment, 
had been diminished by late events—by the fall 
of prices last year, by the great amount of pro- 
perty detained abroad, and by the spoliations now | 
going on. It was impossible to tell how great 
the spoliations would become, and to what degree 
all these causes united might render the mer- 
chants unable to pay their bonds—consequently, 
how productive the revenue of this year might: 
be. He hoped there would be a great surplus 
but it was quite uncertain ; and, in this uncertain-: 
ty, he thought it wise so to extend. the power. of: 
borrowing ‘as to cover any- possible: deficiency 
This could not, in his opinion, be done. with less: 
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than $800,000, which might be wanted; and if it 
was not, would not be borrowed. 

Mr. W. Smits said, besides the two items men- 
tioned by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, there 
was $10,000 or $15,000 appropriated for agents 
under the British Treaty. There was also ano- 
ther article which might be agreed to in the 
course of the session, which should be ineluded 
in the loan. There could be no inconvenience 
from giving authority to borrow a larger sum 
than required, as it would be drawn only as it 
was wanted, and the interest charged only from 
the time the money was got. The surplus of re- 
venue, as his colleague had stated, was very pre- 
carious; $600,000 might be sufficient, but of that 
there was no certainty. 

Mr. Gatuatin did not know why gentlemen 
should wish to increase this sum beyond the ap- 
propriations of this session, as there was already 
authority in the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund to borrow more money than they could get. 
He believed the excess of revenue would be suffi- 


$700,000, and this year there would not be a less 
sum. He wished to have the blank filled with 
the amount of the appropriations, viz: $697,000. 
Mr. Witiiams was in favor of the larger sum. 
The question for filling the blank with $800,000 
was put and carried—43 to 34. 
The committee rose, and the bill was ordered 
¿to be engrossed for a third reading this day, which 
it afterwards received, and passed. 


DUTY ON SALT. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill for laying an additional duty on salt; 
when 

Mr. GaLiatin moved to strike out all that re- 
lated to the allowing of a drawback to vessels 
employed in the fishing trade, on the ground that 
she yesterday stated, viz: that the allowance at 
present made was too large by $40,000 a year, 
taking the year 1794 for his data; but it appeared 
that in the year 1795 there was a deficiency in 
that trade, owing principally, it was supposed, to 
the great demand for seamen in the merchant 
service. He, therefore, would take the calcula- 
tion of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Hanper,) made yesterday, and, instead of calling 
the amount of drawback allowed $90,000, he 
would state it to be $78,000; and even then, he 
said, the drawback at present allowed would ex- 
ceed by two thousand dollars the drawback to 
which they would be entitled, if the present duty 
took place. 

He spoke generally against the tax as oppres- 


from Massachusetts, and others, were determined 
to increase the tax, he should wish their part of 
the country to pay their share of it. 
=- This motion was supported by Messrs. VENA- 
Bur, Nicnotas, Clay, McDoweut, and Macon. 
It was opposed by Messrs. SewaLL, Oris, Har- 
PER, Coit, Brooks, Krrrera, J. WiLLiams, and 
DAYTON. 


cient, as last year there was an increase of 


sive to the back country; but if the gentleman’ 


The calculation of the quantity of salt estimated 
to be necessary to be used for a quintal of fish; 
(one bushel,) was said to be stated too low; that 
the sum allowed was not only meant as a draw- 
back of the duty, but also as a bounty on the fish- 
ing trade—as being a nursery for seamen, and 
serving as a kind of naval militia for the United 
States, 

Ifit should appear, however, that the present 
allowance was too great, (which, by some gen- 
tlemen in favor of this motion, which was in. 
blank, seemed to be acknowledged.) a less allow- 
ance might be make in this bills but they could 
not consent to the bill passing without.a draw- 
back. 

The question for striking out the elause. was 
taken, and negatived—49 to 41. 

Mr, Corr moyed to fill the blank with 50 per: 
cent., instead of 66%, which was the drawback al- 
lowed by the present law. 

Mr. Harter thought this sum too high. 

Mr. Wituiams moved 332 per cent., which was. 
carried without a division. 

Mr. Nicno.as moved a limitation clause, to 
continue the act in force for two years, and from 
thence to the end of the next session of Congress. 

This motion was carried—42 to 39: ae 


The committee rose, and the House agreed to 
the amendments. The yeas and nays were called 
upon the limitation clause, and were taken, and 
stood—yeas 47, nays 43, as follows: 


Yeas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel Ben- 
ton, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, 
Samuel J. Cabell, John Chapman, Thomas Claiborne; 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Thomas T. Davis: John 
Dawson, George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, Thomas 
Evans, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, James Gillespie, 
John A. Hanna, Thomas Hartley, Jonathan N. Havens, 
David Holmes, Walter Jones, John Wilkes: Kittera, 
Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, 
Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, 
Daniel Morgan, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Tomp- 
son J. Skinner, William Smith, of Pinckney District, 
Richard Sprigg, jun., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sum- 
ter, John Swanwick, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, 
John Williams, and Robert Williams. 


Naxs—John Allen, George Baer, jun, James A. 
Bayard, David Brooks, Stephen Bullock, Demsey Bur- 
ges, Christopher G. Champlin, James Cochran, Joshua 
Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, James Daven- 
port, John Dennis, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jona- 
than Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Wil- 
liam Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
William Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James. H. 
Imlay, Samuel Lyman, William Matthews, Lewis R. 
Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, jun., James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, 
William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sit- 
greaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, William‘ 
Smith, of Charleston, George Thatcher, Mark Thom- 
son, John E. Van Alen, and Peleg Wadsworth. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading this day; and before the House rose, it. 
received it, and passed. The yeas and nays on 
its passage stood 45 to 40, as follows: 
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c: Yras—John Allen, James A. Bayard, David Brooks, 

Stephen Bullock, John Chapman, Christopher G. 
Champlin, Joshua Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. 
Dana, James Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry. Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Roger 
Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, William Hindman, 
Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Samuel Lyman, William Matthews, Lewis R. 
Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Elisha R. Potter, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, jun,, James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, 
William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sit- 
greaves, Jeremiah Smith, Nathaniel Smith, William 
Smith, of Charleston, John Swanwick, George That- 
cher, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wads- 
worth, and John Williams. 

Nars—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel Ben- 
ton, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, 
Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Thomas T. Davis, John 
Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph. John Fowler, Albert Gal- 
latin, James Gillespie, Wm. B. Grove, John A. Hanna, 
Jonathan N. Havens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, 
Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, 
Blair.McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, 
Daniel Morgan, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Tomp- 
son J. Skinner, William Smith, of Pinckney District, 
Richard Sprigg, jun., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sum- 
ter, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, and 
Robert Williams. : 

TRANSFER OF STOCK. 


A bill was received from the Senate for contin- 
uing. in force an act to revive and continue in 
forcean act authorizing the transfer of stock stand- 
ing tothe credit of certain States; which was read 
the first, second, and third time and passed. 


“COLLECTION OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


< Mr. W. Smita called for the order of the day 
on the bill regulating the collection of certain in- 
ternal. revenues. 
Mr.:Nicuoxas wished this bill to be postponed 
until next session, as it was not of any immediate 
importance, and he wished that they should by all 
means finish their business in the course of this 
week...” 
Mr. Macon moved that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from further consideration of 
the subject. 
- This motion was carried, there being 46 votes 
‘in-favor-of it. 
Mr. .Sivereaves, from the committee to whom 
was referred the Message from the President of the 
United States, of the third instant, made a report, 
in part, which he delivered in at the Clerk’s table, 
where the same was twice read, and agreed to by 
the House, as follows : 
a That, in their opinion, it will be proper to print the 
whole of the-said communication, with the documents 
accompanying it, for the use of the members.” 
Resolved, That the injunction: of- secrecy upon 
the members of. this House, as far as relates to the 
said Message, be taken off. ee 


“Tuurspay, July 6. 
The bill making further appropriations for the 


_| to the proposition, he hoped the committee wot 


year 1797, was received from the Senate, with an 
amendment proposing to add a clause to it of for- 
ty-five thousand dollars on account of our treaties 
with the Mediterranean Powers. It was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole to whom was re- 
ferred the confidential communication of the Pre- 
sident with respect to Algerine business. 

Mr. Sprice presented a memorial from Major 
Lewis, extra aid-de-camp to General Wayne, for 
pay for his services in that capacity. After some 
Opposition it was referred to a select committee to 
report by bill or otherwise; and, before the House 
rose, a bill was reported, and committed for to- 
morrow. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WM. BLOUNT. 


Mr. Sirereaves, from the committee to whom 
was referred the confidential communication of 
Monday, last, reported the following resolution, viz: 


“ Resolved, That William Blount, a Senator of the 
United States, from the State of Tennessee, be impeach- 
ed for high crimes and misdemeanors.” 


This resolution was twice read and committed 
for this day. 

A motion was made by Mr. W. Smita, for go- 
ing immediately into a Committee of the Whole 
on this business; but it was withdrawn in order 
to take up the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill laying additional licenses on the retailers of 


FOREIGN WINES AND SPIRITS. 


The principal amendments of the Senate were 
to extend the licenses to domestic wines and spir- 
its, as well as to those of foreign manufacture. 

The amendments of the Senate were supported 
by Messrs. J. Witttams, SEWALL, SKINNER, and 
Varnum, on the ground of making the duty fall 
more equally, as at present, it was asserted, that 
some States paid far more than others. Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS in particular asserted, that the State of New. 
York paid one-fifth of the whole. 

The amendments were opposed by Messrs. GaL 
LATIN, HARTLEY, Kirrera, VENABLE, DAYTON 
Dennis, Corr, and Crarx, as oppressive to the. 
small farmers of this country, who had just been. 
taxed by an additional duty on salt, and as tend. 
ing to destroy all those small distilleries that dis 
tilled for sale from ten to twenty gallons a year. 

After considerable discussion, a motion wW: 
made for the committee to rise, which was carri 
by the casting vote of the Chairman, (Mr. Dent.) 
And on leave being asked for the committee to:s 
again, it was refused—52 to 31. ; 

The further consideration of the subject wa: 
then postponed until the second Monday in No 
vember. a 


IMPEACHMENT OF WM. BLOUNT. 


On motion of Mr. Srrerzaves, the House 
solved itself into a Committee of the Who 
the resolution. reported for impeaching WiLLIAM 
Biount; when 

Mr. SITGREAVES šai 


d,if there were no objectio 


rise and report it; or, if any information should 
wanted on the subject; he should endeaver to gi 
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the committee all that he had it in his power to 
ive. 

£ Mr. Skinner said, he had doubts in his mind 

whether the House had any right to interfere in 

the business. 

Mr. Sirereaves observed, that when the com- 
munication was first made to the President of the 
United States, it appeared so evident to him that 
the, occasion called for some active steps being 
taken, that he immediately took the opinions of 
the Attorney General, Mr. Rawle,and Mr. Lewis, 
to whom he proposed certain questions. A copy 
of the opinion which they returned to him had 
been transmitted to the committee. It stated that 
the above gentlemen had considered the letter of 
‘Wiiiam BLounr, and the several questions pro- 
posed thereon, and answered: 

1. That the letter is evidence of a crime. 

2. That the crime was of the denomination ofa 
misdemeanor. ` 
>83. That Wiruram BLounr, being a Senator, is 
| liable to impeachment for the said erime before the 
Senate. | 

It was in conformity to this opinion, that the 
President of the United States, thought himself 
ound to communicate the letter to the House of 
vepresentatives, and leave it for them to act i 
e occasion. If the opinion of these high law 
characters was correct, there could be no doubt of 
the part which they ought to take. For his own 
part, he had not been able to see why the members 
of the Senate were not as fair objects of impeach- 
gent as any other officers of Government. He 
believed, upon a candid review of the Constitution, 

would be seen that there was no restriction upon 
the right of impeachment. There was a restriction 
upon the punishment to be inflicted, but not upon 
the right. He would not pretend to say the right 
ight not, however, be circumscribed in some re- 
ects. He believed-a Senator could not be im- 
peached for any thing he might do as a legislator; 
though this should be understood with limitation ; 
r, if corruption could be proved upon him, it 
ould be fair ground of impeachment, though, 
ting in the ordinary course of legislation he could 
ot be called to account for his conduct out of the 
ouse. He believed, that in a Government like 
urs, the right of impeachment was a very valua- 
éright. It was a sort of process calculated to 
¥each State offenders, not otherwise amenable to 
punishment; and there’ was no fear that in this 


‘ountry, to serve the purposes of a Minister or a 
arty, as both the body which makes the accusa- 
tions, and the court which decides-upon the charge, 
e the real representatives of the people, the one 
immediately, and the other mediately, 
; In England, Mr. S. said, this trial by impeach- 
ment had been -carried beyond: official cases. He 
instanced the famous trial of Doctor Sacheverell, 
‘who was impeached for preaching a libellous:ser- 
on. It was well known that this cause-divided 


¿to the aid of the Doctor. Sore : 
he Senate, Mr..S. said, was peculiarly con- 
cted. -Its powers were of a complicated na- 
= Sth Con. —15 


country this power would be abused, as in another | 


je kingdom, and that the first talents :were called | 


| formed any ‘decisive opinion upon. it. 


| ture; they were Legislative, Executive, and Judi- 
cial. In consequence of their Executive powers, 
they had possession of all the secrets of the Ex- 
| ecutive. The officer who was charged in this 
case, he said, had particular relation to this part 
of the functions of the Senate; for, having this 
participation in the secrets of Government, it was 
a particular breach of official duty, when a Sena- 
tor attempted to seduce an officer of the United 
States from his duty. 

So also when a Senator of the United States 
shall endeavor to deprive the Government of his 
country, or its agents, of the confidence of a for- 
eign nation; when he shall endeavor, by seduct- 
ive arts, to lead a foreign nation to commit hos- 
tilities on his country, it was certainly such a 
violation of his duty as would warrant an im- 
peachment. Mr. S. said, these were the conside- 
rations which had induced the committee to make 
the report they had made; it was for the House 
to act upon it as they saw proper. 

Mr. Nicuoias had his doubts with respect: to 
the Constitutional right of the Houseon the sub- 
ject. He thought the committee had neglected 
| something which ought to have been done. ‘They 

ought to have had some satisfaction with respect 
to the truth of the charge; they were not to act 
| upon mere suspicion. This was his first: impfes< 
sion on the subject; but he had yet made little in- 
quiry on the matter ; he thought, however, before 
| they declared a man in any degree guilty, they 
should have evidence before them. ee 
It did not appear to him that a member of. the 
Legislature Gould be termed an officer of Govern- 
| ment; for so far as a Senator had to do with the 
| Executive, his character was merely that of an 
| adviser, and he doubted therefore, whether he 
could, in giving his opinion, be liable to. prosecu- 
tion; nor did he think his crime of corrupting an 
officer was the greater because he was a Senator. 
Mr. N. declared, however, that he was as ready 
to act upon the business as any person in the 
House, and gave as much credit to the charge. 
He wished to probe the business to the bottom. 
| He thought they should inquire whether. there 
| was not another person equally culpable: with 
Wittiam Buount—he meant the British Min- 
ister. 

He suggested the propriety of deferring the 
| whole business till next. session, as he didnot. see 
any advantage that would be derived from deter- 
mining upon it at present, except it were -by 
making an example of the offender. . He sup- 
posed there would be no danger of his escaping; 
and if he were to escape, he did not know that it 
would make any considerable difference, as the 
| only punishment which could: be. inflicted upon 
him would be a disqualification from office. 2 
| Mr. Gatuatin said this subject was altogether 

new to him. He never had: turned. his mind to ` 
| the Constitutional question with relation to im- 
| peachment before this morning. Of course, what. 
he should say, would: be’ more in. the shape of 
queries than of-any thing’ else, as he had not 
He. was 
not, therefore, ready to vote upon the subject, but 
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merely wished to submit his doubts to the com- | tor. He knew not whether this Carey, an Indian 
mittee. interpreter, was an officer nominated by the Pre- 

It had struck him, upon a cursory view of the | sident, and approved by the Senate. He knew 
Constitution, that whatever might have been the | nothing of the fact. It was therefore necessary 
extent to which impeachment was carried in | to have some further information on the subject. 
England, by our Constitution impeachment in; With relation to the letter itself, it was of a 
this country must be limited to the officers of | very serious nature; so serious, that though he 
Government alone. He had derived this idea | conceived it scarcely ripe for Legislative inquiry, 


from the two following clauses in the Coastitu- 
tion, viz: 

“The President, Vice President, and all civil officers 
of the United States, shall be removed from office, on 
impeachment for, and conviction of, treason, bribery, or 
other high crimes and misdemeanors.” 

“Judgment in cases of impeachment shall not ex- 
tend further than to a removal from office, and disqual- 
ification to hold and enjoy any office of honor, trust, or 
profit, under the United States. But the party con- 
victed shall, nevertheless, be liable and subject to in- 
dictment, trial, judgment, and punishment, according to 
law.” 

It appeared from these clauses, that wherever an 
officer of Government committed an offence upon 
which a judgment of impeachment should be had, 
he was also liable to indictment according to law, 
as the extent of the punishment from an im- 
peachment was a removal from office, and a dis- 
qualification to hold in future any office of honor, 
trust, or profit, in the United States. He did not 
think the case of Dr. Sacheverell in point. It was 
his opinion, that, by the Constitution, officers of 
the Government only were intended to be im- 
peached, and not members of the Legislature. 

` His colleague had given it as his opinion, that 
a member of that House might be impeached for 
his vote, if bribery could be proved, though the 
Constitution expressly declares, that no member 
shall be questioned out of the House for any thing 
he may do in his character as a legislator. He 
supposed this clause was meant to prevent any 


he thought it called for strict Executive inquiry. 
He thought they should know something of the 
fact that the letter was WILLIAM Buount’s. It 
was nothing less than a conspiracy between a 
number of men, in the United States, and the 
British Government. He said a number of men, 
because the letter mentions a Captain Chesholm, 
who held correspondence with the British Minis- 
ter at Philadelphia last Winter, so that at least two 
officers of Government were acquainted with the 
plan. [He read an extract from the letter.] 

It appeared, therefore, that a most serious plan 


partner, and made the instrument to confer with 
the British Minister; that a man of some conse- 
quence was gone to England, and that the design 
was an attack upon the Spaniards in America; 
so that the plan, if carried into effect, must involve . 
us in a war with that nation. This plan, Mr. G. 
said, had been suspected by the Spanish Minister 
at Philadelphia, who had addressed our Executive 
more than once upon the subject; and also by the 
Ministers of France and Spain at Charleston, 
who, in order to meet the attack, had purchased 
all the arms and ammunition they could meet 
with, and sent them to Augustine. How far the 
Legislature should go into the business, or whether 
it should be left to the Executive, he did not know. 
At first, he thought the subject wholly of an 
Executive nature. 

Mr. G. observed that what he had delivered 
were mere cursory thoughts. He wished to hear 


| 
| 
had been laid, in which Captain Chesholm was a 
l 
{ 
| 


interference of the Executive; but if a man were | the subject discussed, as he should attend more to 
to be called in question for a vote, though not for | the arguments of gentlemen in that House than 
a speech, the privilege which he had always un- | to the opinions of legal authority. As to the lẹ- 
derstood that they enjoyed, would be greatly nar- | gality of the question, they were certainly better 
rowed. It appeared to him that the appropriate | judges than himself; but as the power of. im- 
punishment for offences committed within those | peachment was committed to that House, they 
walls was expulsion ; and that impeachment could | certainly ought to judge for themselves. He 
not apply to them. | mentioned this because he thought the answer of 
An argument had been adduced in favor of im- | these legal gentlemen very curious, viz: “ th 
peachment of a Senator, from that body having | the letter was evidence of a crime ; that this crim 
free access to the Executive records. This asser- | was a misdemeanor; and that it is liable to im: 
tion was not correct; as he recollected a case in | peachment.” When the President asked advice 
which the Senate applied to the President for cer- | what he should do, the answer seemed to be a di- 
tain papers, which, if they had had free access to | rection to that House what they should do; an 
his record, they would not have had occasion to | this was advice unasked. Perhaps, however, the 
have requested. He also recollected that the re- | answer given to them was only partial. He wish- 
quest was only granted in part. He believed | ed, if it could be done with propriety, that tbe 
indeed that some Senators, as well as some | business might be postponed till ‘the next sessió 
members of the House, might, by special favor of | He understood that the gentleman was supposed 
the Secretary of State, have access to this record; | to have taken his seat in the Senate to-day. As 
but he believed it might be refused to the mem- | to expelling him from his seat, that might be done 
bers of either House. now, and when that was done it would preve 
It was said this offence was the seduction of an | him from doing any further harm. The disqua 
officer of the Government.. He knew nothing of | fication. might take place at the next session 
the offence ; but he saw no reason why the offence | well as at the present. ; 5 
should be greater because committed by a Sena-} Mr. Dana said, the first impressions upon h 
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mind were, that a Senator was not impeachable, 
but, upon further inquiry, he had found reason to 
doubt his opinion. 

He asked whether a power could be impeached 
for any offence which was not a violation of offi- 
cial duty. He thought this was clear by the Con- 
stitution. A judge was certainly a civil officer, 
yet, if he were guilty of treason against the Uni- 
ted States “ by levying war against them, or ad- 
hering to their enemies, giving them aid and com- 
fort,” though this would be no breach of official 
duty, he might certainly be impeached for the 
offence. 

Another inquiry was, whether members of the 
Legislature were officers in the sense of the Con- 
stitution. 
portance. 

The right of impeachment seemed to be aright 
clearly political ; it was aright in Government 
to protect itself by displacing from its councils 
men who were faithless and unworthy. Taken 
in this view, the reason of the thing seemed 
euonely to apply to the members of the Legis- 

ature. 

With respect to a legislator being a civil offi- 
cer, he would ask whether, if a man was displac- 
ed from a civil office, he would be eligible to be 
elected as a member of the Legislature? This 
would be an absurd conclusion, unless it should 
be said that to be elected to such a situation was 
to be in a place of neither honor, trust, or profit. 

Another clause of the Constitution said, “that 
no title of nobility shall be granted, and no per- 
son holding any office of profit or trust shall ac- 
cept of any present, emolument, office, or title of 
any kind whatever from any King, Prince, or for- 
eign State.” And it was not meant to be said 
that, though our officers were not to be allowed 
to receive emoluments, &c., the members of the 
Legislature were ‘not forbidden to do it. This 
would be strange doctrine. 

He would submit to the committee what he 
conceived to be their duty. He thought the 
House should be fuily satisfied of the fact; butif 
there was any doubt as to the flagrancy of the 
offence, or the liability of the person to be thus 
tried, these doubts should be left to the decision 
of the Senate, as the proper constituted authority. 
As to the inquiry relative to facts, the committee 
did not conceive that that inquiry ought to ex- 
_ tend to a foreign Minister. They had nothing to 
do with him. He did not come within their cog- 
nizance, 

Mr. D. thought there could be no doubt as to 
the fact of the letter being really Mr. Biowunt’s, as 
several persons in the House could prove his hand- 
writing. It-was necessary first to enter into this 
: general resolution. Afterwards specific articles 
of impeachment could be prepared. 

. Mr. Srrenzaves said, it was observable that no 

gentleman had ventured to do any more than ex- 
press his doubts, both as to the fact and the law 
on this occasion.: With respect to.the fact he did 
not expect any doubt.. He believed that any gen- 
tleman at all conversant with that branch of law 


learning which’ relates to. impeachment, must 


This was an inquiry of great im-| 


know that impeachments have always been found- 
ed on official documents, or upon circumstances 
of notoriety, and not upon facts found as before-a 
grand jury. In this instance they had received 
the letter of Mr. BLount sufficiently authentica- 
ted in the communication of the President. 

He was sorry that the measures which the Ex- 
ecutive had taken in this business should have 
been censured, even by insinuation. Mr. S. said 
he had read the opinion of high law authority 
which had been obtained by the Executive. When 
he did this he thought he was giving proof of the 
honorable motives of the Executive. Informa- 
tion had been given to the Executive which, on 
the first blush, showed designs against the peace 
of the United States. It was the duty of the. 
President to preserve the peace of the United 
States. It was natural and right for him, there- 
fore, to take the opinion of those persons who 
were best qualified to direct him what course 
would be best to be pursued. These gentlemen 
had given it as their opinion that the proper way 
of proceeding would be by impeachment, and, in 
effect, that the President had no more to do with 
it, but that it should be turned over to the proper 
branch of the Government. In consequence, the 
President communicated more to the House that 
he had done to the Senate, as the original letter 
of WiLLiam Buon was sent to them as evidence 
upon which they were to found their. charge. 
The President did not direct them to impeach, 
but he had laid before them: the facts, with the 
opinion of the law officers. at 

Mr. 8. conceived that the conduct of the Presi- 
dent had been strictly proper. He would: pass of 
to the Constitutional doubts which had been:ex= 
pressed. It was acknowledged that there was no 
restriction upon the right of impeachment; ‘but 
his colleague thought that something like a’ ré-. 
striction might be gathered from the fourth clause 
of the second article of the Constitution, which 
he had quoted. It was to be observed that this 
article was found in that part of the Constitution 
which related only to the Executive Department. 
of the Government.. This, he took it, was a.good 
reason why this rule should not be taken asa rule 
in the present case; but there was another clause 
which spoke of disqualifying persons from ever 
filling any office in future, which was à greater 
power than that under the Executive Depart- 
ment. If the construction which his colleague 
had put upon the Constitution with respect to ini- 
peachment was the true one, an officer of thé 
Government could not be brought to trial after 
he had resigned, as he could not then be removed 
from office. 

His colleague had produced:another article of 
the Constitution which limited. the punishment 
under an impeachment. © This, Mr. S. said, was 
meant to guard against any disgraceful excess of 
Governmental: vengeance or party ‘venom, be“ 
cause it went on to say that if the ‘offence was 
within ordinary-crimes it might be’prosecuted and 
punished-in the same way as if an impeachment. 
had not taken place. ~ 

Impeachment was then to ‘be considered as fot 


s 
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the purposes of the State, distinguished from the! Mr. Rutiengs had no doubtin his mind on the 
general purposes of society. If it had been in- | subject; but he thought it necessary that the 
tended that the power of impeachment should be | handwriting of Mr. Buounr should be proved. 
limited in the manner supposed by his colleague | He had himself attended the trial of an impeach- 
and the gentleman from Virginia, it would have | ment which had excited the attention of the 
been so expressed, as in the constitution of Penn- | world, (he alluded to the trial of Mr. Hastings) 
sylvania; they had spoken on this subject in a | and the order of proceeding was as had been stat- 
way not to be mistaken, as they expressly said ed. He moved that evidence be taken of the 
who were liable to impeachment, and what offen- į handwriting. 

ces should be impeachable. And if it had been! The Cuartrman suggested the propriety of hav- 
the intention of the Constitution of the United | ing the business done in the House. 

States that officers of the Government only should | Mr. Brooxs said, he should not have spoken on 
be impeached, it would doubtless have been so | the oceasicn, if he had not heard gentlemen ex- 
expressed. But was not the present case that of | press wishes to have the present subject postpon- 
an officer charged with an offence directly con- i ed. For his part, he could not tell how gentle- 
nected with his office, and with the official confi- | men would be able to acquit themselves to their 
dence entrusted to him? When it was particu- | 


larly his daty to appoint to office, it was surely a 
peculiarly aggravated offence to seduce an officer 
or to turn friends into enemies. What was a Sen- 
ator if he was not an officer of the Government ? 


The President, who was himself a branch of the | should attend to the form of their proceedings. 
Government, was allowed to be an officer of the | He thought the first step should be to prove the 
Government, and surely a member of one of the | letter. 


branches must also be an officer. 

As to the form of proceeding necessary to be 
taken on this occasion, he would state what the 
opinion of the committee was as to this matter. 
They supposed it would be first proper for that 
House to determine that the gentleman in ques- 
tion-should be impeached. This being done, that 
a member of that House should go-to the bar of 
the Senate and impeach the person, in the name 
of the House and of the people of the United 
States, and state that the House of Representa- 
tives will proceed to draw out specific articles of 
charge against him. According to the case, they 
require that he shall be sequestered from his seat, 
be committed, or be held to bail. When this is 
done, a committee will be appointed to draw ar- 
ticles of impeachment. 

The reason, Mr. S. said, why some steps should 
. be taken at present was, that means should be 
taken to secure the person of the offender, either 
by confinement or by bail, since it was the opin- 
ion of the law officers of Government that he 
could not be arrested by ordinary process. He 
could not be arrested by the Senate; they could 
send for him (as he understood they had done) 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms, to take his seat in the 
House ; but when the House adjourned, they had 
no further: power over him, until an impeachment 
was made against him. 

Gentlemen said there. was no danger of escape. 
Ifit-were not improper to state what had taken 
place out of doors, it might be said that there had 
already been an attempt at an escape. Besides, 
if no. investigation were now to fake place, how 
were they to come to a knowledge of the plot 
which gentlemen seemed so desirous to come to 
a knowledge of? When they had determined to 
make the impeachment, and an oral declaration 
was made. of. it to the. Senate, when they were 
ready to. go home, they might go, and exhibit the 
charges at the next session, when they should 
have leisure fully to-consider the subject. 


own consciences and to their constituents, if they 
should refuse to stay a day or two to do this busi- 
ness. 

Mr. VENABLE said, that as this was a new case, 
and would be referred to as a precedent, they 


If the committee could not do it, he should 
wish the committee to rise, that it might be done 
in the House. He did not think their determi- 
nation should be postponed; but that if an im- 
peachment was to be entered upon, that it should 
now be done. He had no doubt of the truth of 
the letter; but he wished it to be duly proved, as 
hereafter a case might occur in which such a let- 
ter might be a forgery. 

Mr. Nicuotas said, that some gentlemen had 
spoken upon this question as if there were persons 
upon the committee who wished to exculpate the 
person charged. [Mr. Sirereaves declared, if he 
was alluded to, he had no such intention.] M; 
N. thought he intimated something of the kia 
when he said, gentlemen ventured to say, &¢ 
No member of that committee, he trusted, would 
wish to screen the offender, and he believed no 
person lessthan he who was most nearly connect- 
ed with him, (meaning his brother, Mr. THOMAS. 
Buount.) Mr. N. thought it was not sufficient 
that the President had sent them a letter, which he 
believed to be in the handwriting of Wirum 
Buiount. If they were to take this for granted, 
they gave their power of judging over to the Pr 
sident. ; 

Mr. N. said, he had merely inquired what woul 
be the consequences of a postponement to the ne 
session. He did not think it could produce 
bad effect, as, if the offender were to escape,.th 
final punishment did not require the presence: ¢ 
the man. Mr. N. again expressed his doubt abe 
the constitutionality of the proceeding. B 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) said he held in, 
hand a letter which he had received from the Pre: 
sident of the United States, inscribed as an’ 
ginal letter of Witttam Biount, to be preser 
with care. If any member of the committee Wi 
say that he believes the writing. to be the writin 
of Witiram Biount, it might save the trouble of, 
the committee’s rising for the purpose of hav. 
the fact. ascertained in the House. 5 

Mr. Harper thought the committee. were 
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well satisfied as to the fact now, as they could be 
when the handwriting was proved; but he denied 
that the committee had the power of taking evi- 
dence of this kind. He moved for the committee 
to rise, either to examine the evidence, or to 
adjourn. 

Mr. GALLATIN wished the comm 
but, before it rose, he wished to mention two or 
three ideas, apon which he should wish to have 
satisfaction when the committee sat again. 

So far as relates to the Constitutional question, 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Dana) had 
removed a part of his doubts; therefore what he 
should mention would not relate to that point.. 

If he understood his colleague rightly, when 
speaking of the opinion of gentlemen of the law, 
he said that their opinion was, not only that WiL- 
LAM Biount was liable to an impeachment, but 
that the proper mode of prosecuting him was by 
impeachment.. He had since looked at the opin- 
ion, and did not find it so; but that he was liable 
to impeachment. In the next place, he under- 
stood him to say, that Mr. Buounr was not ame- 
nable to orderly process. He wished to know 
whether this idea was well founded, and whether 
the only mode in which he could be prosecuted 
was by impeachment. He wished to know this, 
that he might regulate his proceedings accord- 
ingly. He wished the business to be gone into 
as fully ds possible; and he trusted that this mode 
of impeachment was. not thrown upon them in 
order to prevent the bringing of the subject be- 
fore a court of justice, and by that means sup- 
press the inquiry which he wished to prosecute. 

e thought an investigation of the plot was of 
far greater consequence than the impeachment 
and disqualification of an individual. If the pro- 
secution and the inquiry were to go on together, 
it would be well; but he wished to know whether, 
f they entered upon the impeachment, it was the 
design to drop every other mode of proceeding. 

Mr. McDowexi hoped the committee would 
not rise for the purpose of proving the hand- 
writing of Mr. Buount. He was acquainted with 
his writing, and believed it to be his. As he had 
this belief, he wished to come to a determination 
as soon as possible. He thought the design a 

ery criminal one, as it went not only to destroy 
the peace and happiness of this country, but also 


take such steps as should prevent foreign Minis- 
ters in future from engaging persons to carry into 
effect. views of thi¢ kind. : 
: Mr. Harper wished the committee to rise. If 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had known 
anything of the law, he must have known that 
e courts. of justice were wholly inadequate to 
the inquiries he had mentioned. He did not be- 
ve this offence was punishable in any other 
way than by impeachment. Mr. H.- said, it was 
{present unnecessary to say anything about-any 
her persons being implicated in this business; 
» believed gentlemen might as well spare their 


ittee to rise; | 


of others. He trusted, therefore, that they should l 


| the charges brou 
| were unfounded. 
| Mr. Brooks wished to know whether they 
į could proceed to impeach a man, if he were not 
i present. ‘ 
| Mr. Dana said, when this subject was under 
debate with closed doors, the Secretary of State 
; Was present, and when it was doubted whether 
| the publication of these papers might impede the 
| prosecution of an inquiry into the business, they 
were informed by him that such steps were taken 
as that the publication of the papers could not 
have a bad effect. 

The committee rose, and obtained leave to sit 
again. 

It was proposed that the Spzaxer should pro- 
ceed to take evidence as to the handwriting of the 
letter of Witutam Broun. 

The Speaker suggested the propriety of calling 
in a magistrate, as he had no power to administer 
an oath, except in the case of qualifying the mem- 
bers of that House. ` 

Mr. Lyon moved that the SPEAKER be-author- 
ized to administer an oath on this occasion. 

The question was put and negatived—53 to 29: 

Judge Keene in the meantime coming into the 
House, a motion was made and carried, that he be 
reduested to administer the oath to Messrs. Mx: 
con, McDoweLL, Grove, and Batpwin ; which 
was accordingly done, and they gave their-tésti- 
mony as to the reality of the handwriting. They 
were all agreed that the letter was his. BANS 

The House then adjourned. 


ght against the British Minister 


Frinay, July 7. 


Mr. Dwieut Foster moved a resolution for an 
; adjournment on Monday. 
Mr. Havens moved to amend the resolution by 
inserting Saturday. : 
This amendment, after some conversation, was 
negatived—50 to 23, and the original motion was 
carried without a division. sag 
The bill for the relief of Major Thomas Lewis 
| was taken up in Committee of the Whole, re- 
| ceived its third reading, and subsequently passed: 


IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT: 


Mr. Sircreaves moved to go into a Committee 
of the Whole on the report of the committee on 
the confidential communication of the President 
of the United States, on Monday last. , 

The Speaker said, before the House went into 
a Committee of the Whole on thissubject, he would 
reada letter which he had just received. Hethen 
read a letter from Tuomas Buount, a member of 
the House, from the State of North Carolina, as 
follows: F 


Mr. Spzaxer: If it were possible for me to express 
my feelings on this occasion, it would: be unnecessary. 
Every gentleman who has a brother, and especially 
a brother whom he has long loved with. the warmest 
brotherly affection, and believed to. be both patriotic and’ 


inuations: until they were. better: acquainted 
ith the subject... He believed: when ‘they had 
ad:the papers, gentlemen would. be convinced 


virtuous, can easily conceive that they are painful in the 
extreme ; yet, painful as they are, a consciousness that 
Tam not, nor cannot myself be implicated in this or any 
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other charge of improper conduct towards my country, 
has enabled me to hear with fortitude everything that has 
been said, and would, if it were necessary, enable me 
to vote in the case of my brother, now before the House, 
in the same manner that I should think it right to vote 
in the case of any other man under similar circumstan- 
ces. I am, however, aware that any vote I could give 
on this question might be considered as proceeding, on 
the one hand from partiality, or on the other from fear 
or some other unworthy motive. I must, therefore, be- 
ing too much affected to rely on my power of utterance 
to express this in my place, request you to ask the favor 


of the House to excuse me from giving any vote upon 
this question. THOMAS BLOUNT. 


Mr. BLount was accordingly excused. 


The House then went into a Committee of the | 


Whole on the resolution yesterday reported, propo- 
sing an impeachment of Witu1am Biount, when 
it was agreed to without debate or division. The 
House then took up the resolution and also agreed 
to it in the same way. 

Mr. Sitcreaves moved, 


“That a member go to the Senate, and, at the bar of | terms. 
that House, impeach William Blount, in the name of | 


this House and of all the people of the United States; 
and to inform them that they will, in due time, exhibit 
articles of impeachment against him, and make good 
the same.” 


Mr. GaLuatin said he was not well acquainted 
with the business, but he did not think it would 
be right to go on and impeach at once, before they 
saw what articles of impeachment were to be pre- 
ferred. He thought it would be best first to ap- 
point a committee to prepare the articles of im- 
peachment and present them to the Senate, at the 
same time that they sent them their determina- 
tion to impeach. 

Mr. Sirereaves said that the mode which he 
proposed was the same which was practised in 
the-ease of Mr. Hastings. Mr. Burke went up to 
the House of Lords and impeached him in words 
similar to those now proposed to be used. Some 
time afterwards, the articles of impeachment hav- 
ing been drawn, Mr. Burke again went up to the 
House of Lords and exhibited them. Mr. 


| ken to procure further evidence, but it could not 
be got till some time hence. When this was got 
it might considerably develop the plot. At pres- 
| ent, everything was conjecture, In every point 
| of view, therefore, he thought it would be best to 
| observe the usual mode of proceeding in similar 
| cases. i 

Mr. GALLATIN said, if his memory was right, 
all the specific charges brought against Warren 
| Hastings, were first agreed to by the House of 
| Commons, before impeachment was made. 

There was one thing, however, feli from his 
colleague, which would seem to make the mode 
proposed desirable. Mr. G. said he had consid- 
ered the question which had been agreed to as a 
mere question of form, and that they should have 
gone on to exhibit articles of impeachment; butit 

appeared, from what had fallen from his colleague, 
| that the articles of impeachment were not inten- 

ded to be exhibited till next session. If this were 
| the case, he thought it was perfectly right in 

wishing tu present the impeachment in general 
Till now he thought it had been the in- 
tention to have gone further. 

Mr. Harper believed it would not be proper for 
| the House to stop in the present stage of their 
| proceeding. He thought the proper mode of do- 

ing the business was that recommended by Mr. 
Sirereaves. Having come to a resolution to 
| impeach, the Senate should be immediately in- 
formed thereof, as they then could take measures 
accordingly. It was not necessary at the same 
time to exhibit the particular charges. They 
might afterwards determine whether they would 
| exhibit the specific articles of charge during this 
[seesion or at the next. He thought the charges 
might now be made, and if any additional facts 
appeared before the next session, which might 
make additional charges necessary, they might 
then be made. 
Mr. Srrereaves believed his colleague might 
be right with respect to what took place on the 
| trial of Mr. Hastings. He had not the particulars 
of the Parliamentary proceedings on that business 


S. spoke | before him. He had those in the case of the Earl 


also of a work lately published, in continuation of | of Macclesfield, which were as he had stated. All. 


Judge Blackstone’s Commentaries, which had a 
chapter on Parliamentary impeachment, and 
pointed out this as the proper mode of procedure. 


He had also looked into the proceedings on the | 


trial of the Earl of Macclesfield, and found the 
same course was taken. It was true that in the 
case of a public officer of the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, which perhaps his colleague might have in 
his eye, the articles of impeachment were exhibi- 
ted at the same time that the impeachment was 
made. 
Mr: S. thought, however, that there was a good 
reason for not doing more at this time. Ifa com- 
‘ mnittee were to be appointed to prepare the speci- 
fic charges against Mr. Buounr, it would create 
considerable delay, and it would be proper that 
immediate measures should: be taken, in order to 
secure the person of Mr. Buount. Besides, at pre- 
sent, the only evidence of this mysterious business 
was the letter of Mr. BLounr. Measures were ta- 


| that he contended for was, that having taken the 

resolution to impeach, it became necessary, of 

course, that the resolution should be communica- 

ted to the Senate. In no instance had the articles 

| of impeachment attended the oral communica- 
tion. After it had been made, the House could 
determine whether the specific articles should 
be drawn now or at the next session. 

Mr. Gorpon said there might be different modes 
adopted in cases where the persons accused were 
not members of the Legislature. In the case of 
Lord Stafford, he recollected, that in half an hour 
after the vote passed resolving to impeach him, 
he was taken into execution. 

The question was put and carried, without a 
division. : 

Mr. Srrareaves proposed also the following: ` 

“ That the said member do demand that the said 
William Blount be sequestered from his seat in the 
Senate, and that they take order for his appearance.to 
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answer to the charges which shall be exhibited against 
him.” 4 


Mr. Venante thought they had gone far enough, 
and that they should leave it to the Senate to take 
such measures as they should think proper with 
respect to displacing their member from his seat. 
If the resolution were, however, adopted, he wished 
the word suspended might be used rather than 
sequestered. 

Mr. Srrereaves thought the word synonymous. 
He had used sequestered because he found the 
word used in the books. 

Mr. Harper thought the motion right in sub- 
stance; for though the Senate had the power of 
displacing their member from his seat, yet the 
taking order for his appearance to answer the 
charges brought against him, should be done from 
the application of the prosecutor, as in ordinary 
cases. ` 

Mr. SEWALL thought that each House was the 
best judge of the conduct of itsown members, and 
to require the sequestration of Mr. BLounrT from 
his seat was not necessary. He believed the Sen- 
ate were at that moment taking measures for ex- 
pelling him from his seat; any interference of 
theirs on that subject was therefore wholly un- 
necessary. 

Mr. Nicnoras was of opinion that in following 
too closely the practice of Great Britain with re- 
spect to impeachment, they should be led astray, 
as the punishment consequent upon the convic- 
tion of an offender was very different in the two 
countries. Jn Britain, an offence might reach the 
life of a person, whereas in this country, the ex- 
tent of the punishment was removal from office, 
and disqualification for the future. For his own 
part, therefore, he did not see any occasion for 
confinement of the person, except it were neces- 
sary to examine him by interrogatory. 

Mr. Harper said it was certainly necessary to 
secure the person of the offender, otherwise he 
could not be brought to trial; since it was a max- 
im, never to be departed from, that a person could 
not be tried in his absence. 

Mr. Sirereaves was of the same opinion. 

Mr. Venaste agreed with Mr. Nicuouas that 
the difference of punishment consequent upon 
trials by impeachment was not sufficiently attend- 
ed to, He did not think that the doctrine was 
founded, that a man could not be tried in his ab- 
sence. It would be an unfortunate conclusion, 
that effectual process could not be had against a 
man because he was absent. . 

Mr. Krrrera said the gentleman last up was 
certainly mistaken in saying that a man might be 
tried in his absence. He thought it would be best 
to pursue the usual mode on similar occasions. 

Mr. Gorpon insisted upon the right which that 
House had to require the Senate to sequestrate 
Mr. Biounrr from his seat, and that they should 
hold him to answer the charges to be exhibited 
against him. If this were not the case, an offen- | 
der might go on to execute his purposes to the 
great injury of the country, before he was ex- 
pelled from his seat or held to bail. ; 


Mr. SewaLL had no idea that it was necessary 
to sequester Mr. BLount from. his seat, in order 
to hold him to appear to the charges to be exhi- 
bited against him; though he conceived it neces- 
sary to hold him to bail, as no trial could take 
place, except he were present. 7 

This proposition was put and carried—41 to 30. 

Mr. Srrcreaves was appointed to wait upon 
the Senate to carry into effect the above propo- 
sition. 

The SPEAKER read a note which he had re- 
ceived from a member of the Senate, informing 
him that seats were prepared for the reception of 
the members of that House, in case they chose to 
attend the business then before the Senate, [ which 
was the question for expelling Mr. BLoun'r from 
his seat, opposed by the counsel of Mr. Buoonr, 
viz: Messrs. Dallas and -Ingersoll.] 

Mr. Denr moved that when the House adjourns 
it adjourn till two o’clock. Agreed ; and the House 
adjourned about twelve o’clock, and attended ‘the 
Senate. 

At two o’clock the House resumed its sitting ; 
and after Mr. Sircreaves had made a report of: 
his commission to the Senate, the House resolvéd 
itself intoa Commiitee of the Whole on Algerine 
business, and the galleries were closed for the 
remainder of the sitting. : 


Saturpay, July 8. 


A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they had agreed to. their 
amendment to the appropriation bill; and that 
they had, in consequence of their impeachment of 
Wittiam Buounr, a Senator of the United States, 
proceeded to hold him to bail to appear to’ thé 
charges to be exhibited against him, himself i 
$20,000 and two sureties each in $15,000. <= 

Un motion of Mr. Macon, the Committee of 
the Whole, to whom was referred the bill autho- 
rizing the President of the United States, during 
the recess of Congress, to provide armed galleys, 
was discharged. A 

Mr. Harper said it would be recollected that 
he had laid two resolutions on the table relative 
to the securing of live oak timber, &c. From the 
press of business which had been continually be« 
fore the House, he had not had an opportunity of 
calling them up; and the session being now too | 
far advanced to do it, he gave notice that he should 
bring forward the ‘subject early in the next 
session. 


LAWS IN THE GERMAN LANGUAGE. 


Mr. Hovmes said that he thought it necessary, 
in order to enforce a general compliance with the 
laws of the United States, that they should be 
printed in the German language, as well as in the 
English, since there were very many inhabitants 
of this country who could read no other. He 
therefore proposed a resolution to the following“ 
effeet : ere 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa: . 
tives of the United States, That a number of copies of 
the laws of this session, not exceeding eight thousand: 
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copies, shall be printed in the German language, and 
distributed by the Secretary of State amongst the Exe- 
cutives of the several States, for the information of the 
German inhabitants of each State respectively.” 


Mr. Lyon thought it would be proper to pass a 
resolution of this kind. 
number might be necessary. He also thought 
that some measures should be taken for a general 
publication of their laws in the English language; 
at present, it was merely by chance if the people 
in his district came to a knowledge of them. He 


thought all laws of general import should be in- ; 


serted in every newspaper throughout the Union. 
Mr. Carr said if they were’ to promulge their 


laws in the German language, it would be neces- | 


sary that they should.all become critically ac- 
quainted with it, for if they were to authorize any 
translation, great mischiefs might arise from its 
not being correct. 

Mr. GALLATIN said that the weight of the ob- 
jection urged by the gentleman last up, had al- 
ways been thought sufficient in the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania, in which State there was a 


He did not know what | 


believed Congress would be inclined to give to it; 
for, if prepared, they must also be exhibited; and, 
if exhibited, the Senate would think it necessary 
to proceed to act upon them. In his view of the 
i subject, great advantage might arise from the 
committees having leisure to pursue inquiry into 
the plan, so as to develope the mischief during 
the recess of Congress. 

Mr. VenaBLE said, the object of gentlemen 
| seemed to be mistaken. They wished merely to 
| have a little time to consider of the subject. He 
had doubts whether it was within the power of 
i the House to authorize a committee to sit during 

the recess. 
Mr. Srrereaves did not wish to hurry the 
| business. 
| Mr. Rurteper had no objection to deferring 
| the vote till Monday; but he thought it absolutely 
necessary to empower the committee to sit during 
the recess. This was according to British prece- 
dent. It was the plan, also, upon which two dif- 
ferent impeachments had been conducted in the 
| State of South Carolina. He thought the reason 


H 


greater proportion of Germans than in any other. | in this case very strong; the object was not only 
There was also another objection to the measure. | to bring the charge home to the person impeach- 
If it were to be passed, it must be accompanied | ed, but to bring forward all the persons concerned 
with an appropriation law, which the advanced | in this plot. Indeed, the articles of impeachment 
state of the session would not admit. must be founded, in a great measure, on informa- 

The resolution was put and negatived. tion which was to be discovered by this investiga- 


tion. t , that thi wer would 
IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT. ion. He trusted, therefore, that this power v 


| be given. 
Mr. Sirgreaves proposed the following reso-| Mr. GaLLatin said he was in no want of pre- 
lution to the House 


cedent on this occasion. He was a member of a 

« Resolved, That a committee be appointed to pre- committee of impeachment in the State of Penn- 
pare and report articles of impeachment against Wil- | sylvania, where similar measures were adopted ; 
liam Blount, a Senator of the United States, impeached | but he was of opinion that this business had been 
by this House of high crimes and misdemeanors; and | already too much hurried, and that some of the 
that the same committee have power to sit during the | steps taken would have been better taken, if there 
recess of Congress, and to send for persons, papers, and had been more time. He wished, therefore, to. 
records.” | consider upon this proposition till Monday. Gen- 

| 


Mr. GaLLaTin wished a division of the resolu- | tlemen who brought forward the measure were 
tion at the word “ misdemeanors.” | doubtless ready to vote for it; but he trusted they . 
The first part was then put and carried. | would allow others a little time. nee 
Mr. GALLATIN desired the determination on the | Mr. McDowELL wished a committee to be imz: 
second part to be postponed till Monday: It was | mediately appointed, and the charges made; be-. 
a new subject, and he wished a little time to con- | cause there might be at present persons in the 
sider-of it. The committee, he supposed, could | city who could not be examined during the recess 
in the mean time be appointed. of Congress. 
Mr. Brooks inquired whether the latter part i The words “to send for persons, papers, and re- 
of the resolution, for sending for “persons, papers, | cords” were added to the former part of the res 
and records,” should not be connected with the lution, and the latter part was postponed until 
first-part of the resolution? Monday. . 
Mr. VENABLE said, the gentleman last upmight | Messrs. Srrergaves, Bapwin, Dawson, Dana, 
be accommodated by adding the words in ques- | 20d Harper, were appointed a committee for prez 
tion; and if, before they adjourned, it was found | Paring the articles of impeachment. 
necessary that the committee should have power 
to-sit during the recess, that power should be LIVE OAK TIMBER LANDS. , ; 
given to them. — > Mr. Harper said, that though he did not intend 
Mr: Sitereaves did not think it would be pro- | to bring forward the subject of purchasing timbe 
per to pass one part of the resolution without the | and providing naval yards, this session, he wishe 
other.. The House had resolved to adjourn on | the House to consider a resolution which he 
Monday; and there was little doubt that the other | thought would be proper in the mean time. He. 
branch of the Legislature would agree to it. If | offered one to the following effect: 
the committee should be appointed to report arti-| « Resolved, That the President of the United-Stat 
cles- of. impeachment at- this-session, it would be | be requested to procure and cause to be laid. befe 
found: that it would require more*time than-he | this House, early in the next session, information’ 
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specting such land furnished with live oak timber as 
may be purchased for the use of the United States; and 
also of such timber as may be purchased without the 
land; and also respecting proper sites for naval yards, 
and to state the probable expense of such land and tim- 
ber, and of proper sites for naval yards.” 


This resolution was supported by the mover 
and Mr. Swanwick, and opposed by Messrs. Ma- 
con, J. Wiztiams, and McDowe tv; and without 
taking a question, the House being very thin, a 
motion was made and carried about one o’clock 
to adjourn. 


Monpay, July 10. 


Mr. Bayar, of Delaware, was appointed on the 
. select committee of the House of Representatives, 
¿to prepare articles of impeachment against Mr. 
Buowunt, in the place of Mr. Dana, from Connec- 
: ticut, who declined serving. 
A message was received from the Senate, in- 
. forming the House what had been done with re- 
spect to Governor Biount; that they had agreed 
to their resolution for an adjournment of the two 
Houses this day; and that they had postponed the 
‘consideration of the bill for the reket of Major 
Lewis till next session. 


The proceedings of the Senate, in relation to 
the impeachment of WiuLIam BLOUNT, were read 
in the words following: 


“In Sznarn, July 8, 1797. 


* Resolved, That William Blount, Esquire, one of the 
Senators of the United States, having been guilty of a 
high misdemeanor, entirely inconsistent with his public 
trust and duty as a Senator, be, and he hereby is, ex- 
pelled from the Senate of the United States. 

“ On this, Mr. Butler, in behalf of himself, and of 
Mr. Thomas Blount, the other surety, surrendered the 
person of William Blount, the principal, to the Senate, 
and requested to be discharged from their recognizance. 

« On motion, 

“Resolved, That William Blount be taken into cus- 
tody of the Messenger of this House, until he shall en- 
fer into recognizance, himself in the sum of one thou- 
Sand dollars, with two sufficient sureties in the sum of 

ve hundred dollars each, to appear and answer to such 


articles of impeachment as may be exhibited against 
him by the House of Representatives on Monday next. 
“ Attest: SAMUEL A. OTIS, Secretary.” 


Ordered, That the said proceedings of the Sen- 
ate do lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. DenT, a committee was ap- 
pointed to wait upon the President of the United 
States, in conjunction with a like committee from 
the Senate, to inform him the two Houses were 
about to adjourn. The committee waited upon 
the President accordingly, and reported his aequi- 
escence, and his good wishes for the safe arrival 
of the Members at their several homes. 

On motion of Mr. Srrarzaves, the resolution 
entered into some time ago, calling upon the Pre- 
sident for an account of the quantity of arms in 
the possession of the United States, and at what 
place they were lodged, was suspended. 

Mr. S. said, he wished to make a report upon a 
subject which would require the galleries to be 
cleared. He, therefore, moved that they be cleared, 
and the doors were closed for the remainder of the 
sitting, at the conclusion of which the House ad- 
journed till the second Monday in November 
next. 


[From the process issued by the Committee of ` 
Impeachment of the House of Representatives, it 
appears that the resolutions of the House, under 
which the committee acts, are as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and report articles of impeachment against 
Wituram Biount, a Senator of the United States, 
impeached by this House of high crimes and mis- 


demeanors; and that the said committee have. 


power to send for persons, papers, and records. 
Resolved, That the committee appointed to. prë- 
pare and report articles of impeachment against 
Wiu1am Buiounr, a Senator of the United States, 
impeached by this House of high crimes and mis- 
demeanors, be authorized to sit during the recess 
of Congress. ; 
Resolved, That the said committee be instruct- 
ed to inquire, and by all lawful means to discover, 
the whole nature and extent of the offence where- 
of the said Wittiam Biount stands impeached, 
and who are the parties and associates therein.] 


PROCE 


Monpay, November 13, 1797. 


The second session of the fifth Congress of the 
United States commenced this day, at the city 
of Philadelphia, conformably to law; and the 
Senate assembled accordingly in their Chamber. 


PRESENT : 


SAMUEL Livermore, from New Hampshire ; 
THEODORE Koster, from Rhode Island ; 
Uran Tracy, from Connecticut ; 

t Evian Pane, from Vermont; 

« Witiiam Bineuam, from Pennsylvania; 
Houmparey MARSHALL, from Kentucky ; 

o ALEXANDER Martin and Timoray Buoop- 

worth, from North Carolina ; 

y Jacos Reap, from South Carolina. 

-A The number of members present not being suf- 

ficient to constitute a quorum, the Senate adjourn- 

ed to 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


Tuespay, November 14. 


Jonn Laurance, from the State of New York, 
and Henry Latimer, from the State of Delaware, 
severally attended. 

The number of members present'not being suf- 
ficient to constitute a quorum, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


Wepwnespay, November 15. 
Bensamin Goopnus, from the State of Massa- 
chusetts, attended. 
The number of members present not being suf- 
ficient to constitute a quorum, the Senate ad- 
--Journed. 


Tuurspay, November 16. 
The Senate assembled, and the number of mem- 
bers present not being sufficient to constitute a 
quorum, the Senate adjourned. 


E'rtpay, November 17. 


< Jonn Lanepon, from the State of New Hamp- 
shire, attended. 8 + 

> The number. of members. present not being suf- 
ficient to constitute. quorum; the Senate ad- 
journed. E ae “de 


EDINGS 


OF 


THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE FIFTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
PHILADELPHIA, NOVEMBER 13, 1797. 


Sarurpay, November 18. 


_ No quorum being present, the Senate ad- 
journed. ` 


Monpay, November 20. 


James Gunn, from the State of Georgia, at- 
tended. f i 
No quorum being present, adjourned. 


Tuespay, November 21, 


Ray Greene, appointed a Senator by the State 
of Rhode Island, in the place of William Brad- 
ford, resigned, produced his credentials. , 

Ricuarp STOCKTON, from the State of New. 
Jersey, attended. ete 

No quorum 
journed. 


being present, the Senate d- 


Wepnespay, November 22. 


The Vice PresipenT being absent, the Senate 
proceeded to the choice of a President pro tem- 
pore, as the Constitution provides; and Jacos 
Reap was duly elected. ; 

Josera Anperson, appointed a Senator by the ~ 
State of Tennessee, for the remainder of the terra 
which the late Senator Wittiam BLounr had 
drawn, and was entitled to have served, had te 
not been expelled, produced his credentials; which 
were read. 

NATHANIEL CuIpMAN, appointed a Senator by the 7. 
State of Vermont, in the place of Isaac Tiche- 
nor, elected Governor, produced his credentials ; 
which were read. cc 

The credentials of Ray Greene were read. 

Anprew Jackson, appointed a Senator, by the’ 
State of Tennessee, produced his eredentials;~ 
which were read. ; 

The oath required by law was administered by 
the PRESIDENT, to Messrs: ANDERSON, CHIPMAN; 
Greene, and Jackson, they having severally taken 
their seats in the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate, thata quorum of the House 
is assembled, and ready to proceed to business. 

„Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the, 


-| House of Representatives that a quorum of the: 
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A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate, that the House have appoint- 
ed a joint committee on their part, together with 
such committee as the Senate may appoint, to 
wait on the President of the United States, and 
notify him that a quorum of the two Houses 
is assembled, and ready to receive any communi- 
cations that he may be pleased to make to them. 


Resolved, That the Senate do concur in the } 


appointment of a joint committee, and that Messrs. 
Bineuam and Tracy be the committee on the 
part of the Senate. 

Resolved, That two Chaplains be appointed to 
Congress for the present session, one by each 
House, who shall interchange weekly ; and that 
the Right Rev. Bishop Wurre be Chaplain on 
the part of the Senate. 

Mr. Bincuam reported, from the joint commit- 
tee, that they had waited on the President of 
the United States, and had notified him that a 


quorum of the two Houses is assembled; and that | 


the President of the United States acquaint- 
ed the committee that he would meet the two 


Houses, in the Representatives’ Chamber, at 12 | 


o’clock to-morrow. 


Tuorspay, November 23. 


A message from the ‘House of Representatives | 


informed the Senate that the House are now rea- 
dy to meet the Senate in the Chamber of that 
House, to receive such communications as the 


President. of the United States shall please to | 


make them. 

The Senate then repaired to the Chamber of 
the House of Representatives for the purpose 
above expressed. 

The Senate returned to their own Chamber, 
and.a copy of the Speech of the President of 
the United States, this day addressed to both 
Houses of Congress, was read. [For which see 
proceedings in Ho. of Reps.] l 

Ordered, That Messrs. STOCKTON, LAURANCE, 
and Livermore, be a committee to report the 
draught of an Address to the President of the 
United States, in answer to his Speech, this day, 


to both Houses of Congress; and that the Speech | 


be printed for. the use of the Senate. 


Fripay, November 24, 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate, that the House have agreed 
to so. much of the resolution of the Senate,-of the 
22d instant, relative to the appointment of Chap- 


Rev. ASHBEL GREEN.” 


Satrurpay, November 25. 


Mr. Srocxron, from the committee, reported 
ithe draught of an Address to the President of 
| the United States, in answer to his Speech to 
i both Houses of Congress, at the opening of the 
session; which was read. 
On motion, that a number of copies be printed; 
under an injunction that no more should be struck 
off than may be necessary for the use of the Sen- 
; ate, it passed in the negative. ` 
Ordered, That the Secretary furnish such Sen- 
ators as request it, with copies of this report. 


Monpay, November 27. 


Henry Tazews 1, from the State of Virginia, 
attended. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee, of the draught of an Ad- 
| dress in answer to the Speech of the President 
of the United States, to both Houses of Con- 
| gress, at the opening of the session; which, be- 
ing read in paragraphs, and amended, was adopt- 
ed, as follows: 


| Tothe President of the United States - 


Sın: The communications you thought proper to 
make in your Speech to both Houses of Congress o 
| the opening of their present session, afford additional 
| proofs of the attention, integrity, and firmness, whi 

have always marked your official character. ; 
i We cannot but approve of the measures you had 
| taken to ascertain the state and decline of the contagious: 
| sickness which has so lately afflicted the city of Phila- 
| delphia; and the pleasing circumstance that Congress i 
| now assembled at that place, without hazard to th 

health of its members, evinces the propriety of yo 
| having postponed a determination to convene the Ni 
i tional Legislature at another place. We shall tak 
into consideration the law of 1794 on this subject, an 
will readily concur in any amendment which may Ð 
| deemed expedient. 
| It would have given us much pleasure to have r 
| ceived your congratulations on the re-establishment of 
| peace in Europe, and the restoration of security to th 
persons and property of our citizens from injustice an 
| violence at sea. But, though these events, so desira 
| to our country and the world, have not taken place, yé 
we have abundant cause of gratitude to.the Great Dis 
poser of human events for interior tranquillity and. per: 
sonal security, for propitious seasons, prosperous ai 
culture, productite fisheries, and general improvement 
and, above all, for a rational spirit-of civil and religiou: 
liberty, and a calm, but steady determination to suppo: 
our sovereignty against all open and secret attacks. 


; 
f 
“4 


| 
| 
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We-learn, with satisfaction, that our Envoys Extra- 
ordinary to the French Republic had safely arrived in 
Europe, and were proceeding to the scene of negotia- 
tion; and, whatever may be the result of the mission, 
we are perfectly satisfied that nothing on your part has 
been omitted, which could, in any way, conduce to a 
successful conclusion of the negotiation, upon terms 
compatible with the safety, honor, and interest, of the 
United States; and we are fully convinced that, in the 
mean time, a manifestation of that unanimity and en- 
ergy of which the people of the United States have 
given such memorable proofs, and a proper exertion of 
those resources of national defence, which we possess, 
will essentially contribute to the preservation of peace 
and the attainment of justice. 
Wethink, sir, with you, that the commerce of the 
United States is essential to the growth, comfort, and 
prosperity of our country; and that the faith of society 
is pledged for the preservation of the rights of commer- 
cial and seafaring, no less than of other citizens. And 
even if our negotiation with France should terminate 
favorably, and the war in Europe cease, yet the state of 
society, which unhappily prevails in so great a portion 
of the world, and the experience of past times, under 
better circumstances, unite in warning us that a com- 
merce so extensive, and which holds out so many 
temptations to Jawless plunderers, can never be safe 
without protection; and we hold ourselves obliged, by 
~ every tie of duty which binds us to our constituents, to 
promote and concur in such measures of marine de- 
fence, ac may convince our merchants and seamen that 
their rights are not sacrificed, nor their injuries forgotten, 

We regret, that, notwithstanding the clear and ex- 
plicit terms of the treaty between the United States and 
His Catholic Majesty, the Spanish garrisons are not 
yet withdrawn from our territory, nor the running of 
the boundary line commenced. The United States 
have been faithful in the performance of their obliga- 
tions to Spain, and hadgeason to expect a compliance 
equally prompt on the part of that Power. We still, 
however, indulge the Nope that the convincing answers, 
which have been given to the objections stated by the 
Spanish officers, to the immediate execution of the 
treaty, will have their proper effect ; and that this treaty, 
so mutually beneficial to the contracting parties, will 
be finally observed with good faith. We therefore en: 
tirely approve of your determination to continue in 
. readiness to receive the posts, and to run the line of 
parition between our territory and that of the King of 

pain, ; 
Attempts to alienate the affections of the Indians ; to 
form them into a confederacy, and to excite them to 
actual hostility against the United States, whether made 
by foreign agents, or by others, are so injurious to our 
interests at large, and so inhuman with respect to our 
citizens inhabiting the adjacent territory, as to deserve 
> the most exemplary punishment ; and we will cheerfully 
afford our aid in framing a law, which may prescribe a 
punishment adequate to the commission of crimes so 
heinous. f : os 

The several objects you have pointed out to the 
attention of the Legislature, whether they regard our 
internal or external relations, shall receive from us that 
consideration which they. merit; and we will readily 
concur in all’ such measures as may be necessary, either 


-ease ourselves to be respected abroad. And, at this 
. portentous period, when the- Powers. of Europe, with 
~ whom we are connected by treaty or commerce, are in 


"tolenable. us to fulfil our’ engagements:at home, or to} =- í ‘ 
“eommerce,-without'a maritime protection; and a mod- 


so critical a situation, and when the conduct of. some 
of those Powers towards the United States are so: hos- 
tile and menacing, the several branches of the Gov- 
ernment are, in our opinion, called upon, with 
peculiar importunity, to unite, and, by union, not 
only to devise and carry those measures on which 
the safety and prosperity of our country depend, 
put also to‘undeceive those nations who, regarding us 
as a weak and divided people, have pursued systems of 
aggression inconsistent with a state of peace between 
independent nations. And, sir, we beg leave to assure 
you, that we derive a singular consolation from the 
reflection that, at such a time, the Executive part of 
our Government has been committed to your hands, 
for, in your integrity, talents, and firmness, we place 
the most entire confidence. ; 
JACOB READ, 


President of the Senate pro tempore. 


Ordered, That the committee who prepared 
the Address wait on the President of the United 
States, and desire him to acquaint the Senate at 
what time and place it will be most convenient 
for him that it should be presented. 

On motion, Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, 
Bincuam, and Greens, bea committee, to inquire 
what business remained unfinished at the close of 
the last session of Congress, which, in their opin- 
ion, is proper for the Senate to take into consider~ 
ation the present session, and, also, what laws-will 
expire before the next session of Congress, and 
report thereon to the Senate. 5 ae 


Turspay, November 28. 


Mr. Stockton reported, from the committee, 
that they had waited on the President of the 
United States, and that he would receive the 
Address of the Senate this day at 12 o’clock, at 
his own house. - oy 

The Senate accordingly waited on the Presi- 
DENT oF THE Unirep Staves, and the PRESIDENT 
pro tempore, in their name, presented the Address 
agreed to yesterday. 

To which the Prestoent made the following 
Reply.: : ‘ 
Gentlemen. of the Senate: 

I thank you for this Address. ee 

When, after the most: laborious investigation, and 
serious reflection, without partial considerations, or per- 
sonal motives, measures have been adopted or récom- 
mended, I can receive no higher testimony of their 
rectitude, than the approbation of an assembly, so.inde- 
pendent, patriotic, and enlightened, as the Senate of 
the United States. ci : ; 

Nothing has afforded me more . entire satisfaction, 
than the coincidence of your judgment. with mine, in 
the opinion of the essential importance of our commerce, 
and the absolute necessity of a maritime defence. ‘What 
is it, that has drawn to Europe the superfluous riches 
of the three other quarters of the globe, but a marine? 
What is it that has drained thé wealth of Europe itself 
into the coffers of two. or three. of its principal commer- 
cial Powers, buta marine? i 
«The world has furnished ño example of a flourishing 


erate knowledge of man and: his history will convince _ 


“any one; that no such:prodigy ever can arise. A mer 
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cantile marine and a military marine must grow up 
together ; one cannot long exist without the other. 

: JOHN ADAMS. 
1797. 


their own Chamber, and 


Unrrep Srares, November 28, 


The Senate returned to 
adjourned. 


Wepnespay, November 29, 


The Presient laid before the Senate the me- 
morial and address of the people called Quakers, 
from their yearly meeting, held in Philadelphia, 
in the year 1797, requesting the attention of Con- 
gress to the oppressed state of the African race, 
and the general prevalence of vice and immorali- 
ty; and the same was read and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Ordered, That Messrs. GOODHUE, LAURANCE, 
Tracy, Bineuam, and Gunn, be a committee to 
take into consideration that part of the President’s 
Speech, which recommends some measures being 
adopted for the security and protection of the 
commerce of tne United States; and to report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Gunn presented the representation and re- 
monstrance of the Legislature of Georgia, against 
the hardships and danger to which the citizens of 
the said State are exposed, by the operation of an 
act, entitled “ An act to regulate trade and inter- 
course with the Indian tribes, and to preserve 
peace on the frontiers,” and in consequence of 
certain treaties entered into by the United States 
with certain Indian tribes; and the same was read 
and ordered to lie for consideration. 
iz red, That Messrs. BLoonwortTH, Lanca- 
DON, and ANDERSON, be a committee to consider 
and report, by bill or otherwise, on that part of 
the President’s Speech that relates to the amend- 
ment of the law of 1794, respecting the convening 
of Congress, in case of contagious sickness. 


Tuurspay, November 30. 
Mr. Tracy, fro 


inquire what bus 
close of the last s 
part, and asked 
again. 

Ordered, That the memorial and address of 
the’ people called Quakers, presented yesterday, be 
withdrawn. ~ 


m the committee appointed to 
iness remained unfinished‘at the 
ession of Congress, reported in 
leave for the committee to sit 


Frinay, December 1. 

James Hittuouss, from the State of Connecti- 
cut, attended. © > : 

The Senate proceeded to consider t 
the committee, appointed 
hess remained unfinished at the close of the last 
session of Congress; and the report being amend- 
ed, was adopted. Whereupon, - 

Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, Gunn, and 
Pains, be a committee to take into consideration 
the subject of a bill, passed in March last, by the 
House of Representatives, “directing ‘the Secre: 
tary of War to place certain persons on the pen- 


er the report of 
to inquire what busi- 


re a 


-Temained-- unfin 


+ Ordered, That the report be printed for the i 


postponed by the Senate 
thereon, 


sion list,” and which was 
to this session, and report 


Monnay, December 4. 


Mr. AnvERSon presented the petition and me- 
morial of the Legislature of the State of Tennes- 
see, against the extension of the boundary line þe- 
tween the United States and the Cherokee In- 
dians, by Benjamin Hawkins, Andrew Pickens, 
and James Winchester, commissioners on behalf 
of the United States; which was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. 
son, Laurance, and Tracy, to considera 
thereon to the Senate. 

The Prestvent laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing communication: 

“The Commissioners of 
fully report to Congress : 

“That the measures which have been authorized by 
the Board, subsequent to their last reports of the 16th 
of December, 1796, and 25th of January, 1797, so far 
as the same have been completed, are fully detailed in 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury to this 
Board, dated the 30th of N ovember, 1797, and in the 
proceedings of the accounting officers therein referred 
to, which are herewith transmitted, and prayed to be 
received as part of this report. : 

“ On behalf of the Board, 
“JACOB READ, : 
“ President of the Senate pro tempore. 
“ December 4, 1797.” 


The report and papers were read, and ordered 
to be printed for the use of the Senate. 


ANDER- 
nd report 


the Sinking Fund respect- 


Turspay, Deeember 5. 


Mr. Hitinousz laid before*the Senate the pe 
tition of William Imlay, loan officer of the State 
of Connecticut, praying the payment of his ac- 
count for extra clerk hire, occasioned by the addi- 
tional duties of his office; which was read. 
` Ordered, That it be referred to the Secretary of - 
the Department of the ‘Treasury to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee appointed to 
inquire what business remained unfinished at thé 
close of the last session of Congress, made a fu 
ther report ; which was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 


Wepnespay, December 6. 


convening of Congress, 
ess ; and the report was 
the table. __ 
proceeded to consider the 
committee, appointed to inquire what 
ished at 
session of Congress. 


report-of 
busines: 
the close of the las 


the 


of the Senate, 


ATT 
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Tuurspay, December 7. 

The Present laid before the Senate a letter 
from S. Meredith, Treasurer of the United States, 
with his account of receipts and expenditures, in 
the Treasury Department, for the quarter ending 
the 30th of June, as also those in the War Depart- 
ment, ending the 30th June and 30th of Septem- 
ber last, the same having passed the offices ; 
which were read, and ordered to lie for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. BLoopwortu gave notice, that he should 
to-morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to declare 
the consent of Congress to certain acts of the State 
of North Carolina, establishing a health office and 
harbor-master for the port of Wilmington. 


Fripay, December 8. 


Conformably to notice given yesterday, Mr. 
Bioopwortu had leave to bring in a bill to de- 
clare the consent of Congress to certain acts of 
the State of North Carolina, providing for a 
health officer and harbor-master in the port of 
Wilmington in that State; which bill was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. . 

Ordered, That the petition and memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Tennessee be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


- Monnay, December 11. 


Tueopore Sepewickx, from the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, attended. 

The bill to declare the consent of Congress, to 
eertain acts of the State of North Carolina, pro- 
viding for a health officer and harbor-master in 
the port of Wilmington, in that State, was read 
.. the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Lav- 
RANCE, Bincuam, and Parne, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 


Turspay, December 12. 


Mr. Hunter presented the memorial of the 
owners and lessees of wharves in the city of 
Charleston and State of South Carolina, stating 
the injurious operation of the revenue laws, in the 
mode of weighing goods on which duties are col- 
lected under the authority of the. United States, 
and praying relief ; and the petition was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Wepnespay, December 13. 


Tuomas Jerrerson, Vice President of the 
United States and President of the Senate, at- 
< tended, 


the act, entitled “ An act laying duties on stamp- 
éd vellum, parchment, and paper,” in which they 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. = 
Whe bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, 
it was read a second time: ` j : 
> Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading, 


The following Message was received from 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: ‘ 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House.of Representatives : 


I lay before you the copy of a letter from the Judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, represent- 
ing the inconvenience arising from altering the time 
of holding the Circuit Court for the State of Delaware, 
from April to June; and desiring that the existing 
law may be altered, by restoring the Spring session of 
the Circuit Court in Delaware to the twenty-seventh 
of April. 


‘the 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Unxrrev Srares, December 13, 1797. 


The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 

Ordered, That Mr. Greene be appointed a 
Committee for Enrolled Bills, on the part of the 
Senate, jointly with such committee as may: be 
appointed, for that purpose, on the part of the 
House of Representatives. ie 


Trurspay, December 14. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to: post- 
pone, for a limited time, the commencement of 
the duties imposed by the act, entitled ‘An ‘act 
laying duties on stamped vellum, parchment, and 
paper,” was read the third time. = 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 

On motion, that this resolution be reconsidered, 
it passed in the negative. a 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have’ passed. 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of the re- 
presentatives of William Carmichael, deceased,” 
in which they desire the concurrence ‘of. the 
Senate. à 

The bill was read, and it was, by unanimous 
consent, read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
Lanepon, and GREENE, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 


Frivay, December 15. 


On motion, that a committee be appointed to 
revise the Judiciary system of the United States, 
and to report whether any, and what, alterations 
or amendments are necessary in the same; it was 
agreed that the consideration of this. motion be 
postponed until Monday next. Eee 


Monpay, December 18. 


The Vrce Presipent communicated the report. 
of the Secretary for the Department of the Trea- 
sury, on the petition of William Imlay; which 
was read. a 

Ordered, That the report and petition. be re- 
ferred to Messrs. Tracy, HiLLEOUSE and MAR- 
TIN, to consider and report thereon to the Senate, 
‘by bill or otherwise. © 00 =S k ; 

~- ‘Ordered, That the consideration of the motion 
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made on the 15th instant, to revise the Judiciary 
system, be postponed. 


Turspay, December 19. 
«Ordered, That the consideration of the motion 
made on the 15th instant, to revise the Judiciary 
system, be further postponed. 


- Wepnespay, December 20. 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the-report of the Secretary for the De- 
partment of. the Treasury, on the petition of 
‘William Imlay, together with the said petition, 
reported a bill for his relief ; which was read, and 
ordered to the second reading. 

.. Op motion, to take into consideration the mo- 
tion, made on the 15th instant, respecting the 
Judiciary system, it was agreed that the conside- 
ration thereof be postponed until Tuesday next. 


Tuurspay, December 21. 


sThe bill for the relief of William Imlay was 
read the second time, and ordered to the third 
‘reading. 
. The Vicu. Presmenr communicated a letter 
from Samuel: Meredith, Treasurer of the United 
States, with his accounts of receipts and expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department, for the quar- 
eine the 30th of April last; which were 
read. 
. Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate, that the House have passed 
“a bill, entitled “ Aù act suspending, for a limited 
time, the second section of an act, entitled ‘An 
act regulating foreign coins, and for other pur- 
poses ;” and a bill, entitled “ An act for the relief 
of North and Vesey, of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina;” in which bills they desire the concurrence 
of. the Senate. 
The bills last mentioned were severally read, 
and-ordered to the second reading. 


Frivay, December 22. 


Jonn E. Howarp, from the State of Maryland, 
attended. 

..The bill for the relief of William Imlay was 
read the third time, and passed. 

The bill,sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act suspending, for 
a limited time, the second section of an act enti- 
tled: ‘An act: regulating foreign coins, and for 
other purposes,” was read the second time. 

*. Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Sepe- 
wick, ANDERSON, and Tracy, to’ consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act for the relief of 
North and Vesey, of Charleston, South Carolina,” 
was read the second time.. : : 

Ordered, That. it be referred to Messrs. Goon- 


chants of the city of Charleston, in the State of 


‘that which has been allowed to the Doorkeeper of th 


to defray. the same out of any moneys appropriated b 
law to pay the contingent expenses of the Senate 2? 


HUE, Hunter, and Brnesam, to consider and re- 
port thereon to the Senate. 


Saturpay, December 23. 


The Senate assembled, but transacted no bu- 
siness. 


Monpay, December 25. 
No business was done in the Senate to-day. 


k 
Turspay, December 26. 


Conformably to the order of the day, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the motion made the 15th 
instant, respecting the Judiciary system. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Reap, 
Laurance, Livermore, Sepawicx, and Tracy, . 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 


Wenpnespay, December 27. 


The Senate spent the day in the consideration 
of Executive business. no 


Tuurspay, December 28. 


Joun Brown, from the State of Kentucky, at- 
tended. 
Mr. Goonuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
for the relief of North and Vesey, of Charleston; 
South Carolina,” reported an amendment; which 
was read and adopted ; and, the bill being furthe 
amended, ; 
Ordered, That it pass to the third reading, as 
amended. ; 
Mr. Rean presented the memorial of the mer- 


South Carolina, stating the injurious operation of 
the revenue laws, in the mode of weighing goods 
on which duties are collected, under the authority: 
of the United States, and praying relief; and the 
eee was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Fripay, December 29. 


Strersens Tuompson Mason, from the State 
of Virginia, attended. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “ An act for the relief of 
North and Vesey, of Charleston, South Carolina,” 
was read the third time, and ‘passed. 

On motion, that it be ; 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and. 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to make an equal 
compensation to James Mathers, the Doorkeeper.-of 
the Senate, and Cornelius Maxwell, his assistant, t 


House of Representatives, and his assistant, by a reso-. 
lution of the said- House, of July the 10th, 1797, ani 


-It-was agreed that this motion lie on.the table. 
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Mownpay, January 1, 1798. morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to extend to 
The following Message was received from the | the district of Tennessee the exception contained 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States: | in the seventieth section of the act entitled “An 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and act to provide more effectually for the collection- 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : of the duties imposed. by law, on goods, wares, 
; : : and merchandise, imported into the United States, 
{n compliance with the desire of the two Houses of and on the tonnage of ships and vessels.” 

Congress, expressed in their resolution of the 2d of . 
March, 1797, that some speedy and effectual means 

might be adopted of obtaining information from the Tuurspay, January 4. 
‘States of Connecticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, The bill for allowing a compensation to the 
Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, and South Doorkeeper of the Senate and his assistant, for 
Carolina; hid a they have gied the amendment their services during the late extraordinary ses- 
prop y Zong , concerning | sion of Congress, was read the third time, and it 


the suability of States, and, if they have, to obtain pro- g as ie 
per evidences; measures have been taken, and infor- bt by striking out the word “ extraor- 


mation and evidences obtained, the particulars of which NE 
will appear in the report from the Secretary of State, Resolved, That this bill pass. ; : 
‘made by my direction, on the 28th day of this month, Mr. Tracy presented the petition of Joseph 
and now presented to the two Houses for their con- Nourse, Register of the Treasury, praying addi- 
sideration. tional compensation for his services; which: was 
o read and ordered to lie. SE 
Conformable to notice given yesterday, Mr. 
Jacxson had leave to bring in a bill to extend to 
the district of Tennessee the exception contained 
in the seventieth section of the act entitled “An 
act to provide more effectually for the collection 
of the duties imposed by law, on goods, wares, 
and merchandise, imported into the United States, 
and on the tonnage of ships and vessels ;” which 
bill was read, and ordered to the second reading: 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrrep Srares, December 30, 1797. 


` The Message and papers therein referred to 
“were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 
Ordered, That the motion, made on the 29th 
instant, respecting an additional compensation to 
e Doorkeeper and Assistant Doorkeeper of the 
Senate, be withdrawn. 

Mr. Goonuve notified the Senate that he 
should, to-morrow, move for leave to bring ina 
‘bill providing for further compensation to the 
Doorkeeper and Assistant Doorkeeper of the 
enate. 


Fripay, January 5. — 


The bill to extend to the district of Tennessee 
the exception contained in the seventieth section ` 
of the act entitled “ An act to provide more effec- 
tually for the collection of the duties imposed by 
law, on goods, wares, and merchandise, imported. 
into the United States, and on the tonnage of ships 
and vessels,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Jackson, Goopuur, and PAINE, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. . 

Ordered, That the petition of Joseph Nourse, 
Register of the Treasury, praying additional com- 
pensation for his services, be referred to` Messrs. 
Tracy, BLoopwortn, and Hunter, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. é ; 

The following Message was received from: the 
Presipent of the UnrrED STATES : 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and ; 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives + 

The Secretary for the Department of War, on. the 
thirtieth day of December last, made a representation 
to me of the situation of affairs in his office, which .I 
now transmit to the Senate and House of. Representa- 
tives, and recommend to their consideration and déci- 
sion. JOHN ADAMS. 

Unxrren Sratzs, January 5, 1798. 


The Message and representation were read, and 
ordered to lie for consideration. 


Turspay, January 2. 


Mr. Supewicx, from the committee to whom 
as referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act 
suspending, for a limited time, the second section 
of.an act entitled ‘An act regulating foreign 
‘oins, and for other purposes,” reported amend- 
ments; which were read, and ordered to lie for 
-onsideration. 

Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. GooD- 
ye had liberty to bring in a bill for allowing a 
yompensation to the Doorkeeper of the Senate and 
his assistant, for their services during the late ex- 
‘raordinary session of Congress; and the bill was 
‘ead, and ordered to the second reading. 


Weonespay, January-3. 


~ Mr. Stockton presented the petition of George 
urner, stating that he has purchased a tract of 
and of John Cleves Symmes, and praying con- 
firmation of his title; and the petition was read. 
Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Srocx- 
N, Brown, and Lanaepon, to consider and re- 
rt thereon to the Senate. 

The bill for allowing a-compensation to the 
oorkeeper of the Senate and his assistant, for 
théir services during the late extraordinary ses- 
in of Congress, was read the second time, and 
dered to-the third.reading. -< 

r. Jackson gave notice that- he should to- 

Sth Con.—16 


Monpay, January 8. 
James. Ross, from the State of Pennsylvania. 


attended. | ~ a upes, jon 
A message from-the House of Representatives 


ttl tN A 
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informed the Senate thatthe House had passed ! prior to the first day of October, 1796, exhibiting 
a bill entitled 


“An act making certain partial ap- | 
propriations for the year one thous 
dred and ninety-eight;” a bill entitled “An act! 
authorizing the payment of certain sums of mo- | 
ney to the daughters of the late Count de Grasse ;” 
a bill entitled “ An act providing for the payment | 
of the interest on a certificate due to General Kos- : 
ciusko ;” and a bill entitled “An act to amend j 
the several acts for laying duties on spirits dis- | 
tilled within the United States, and on stills ;” in | 
which bills they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bills last mentioned were se 
and ordered to the second reading. 

And, by unanimous consent, the first bill men- 

tioned was read the second time, and referred to 
‘Messrs. Goopnur, Brown, and Mason, to consi- 
-der and report thereon to the Senate. 
».“By unanimous consent, the bill second men- 
tioned was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Livermore, HiLLROUSE, and Tracy, to 
“consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

By unanimous consent, the third bill mentioned 
‘was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Sevewicx, Anverson, and Howarp, to consider 
-and report thereon to the Senate. 

And, by unanimous consent, the bill last men- 
‘tioned was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Ross, Goopuvs,.and Hunter, to consi- 
der and report thereon to the Senate. 

_ The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives for concur- 

“rence, entitled “ An act suspending, for a limited | 
“time, the second section of an act entitled ‘Ani 
act regulating foreign coins, and for other purpo- | 
‘ses; and, alter debate, | 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- | 
of be postponed until to-morrow. 

The following Message was received from the 
Presipent of the Unrrep Sraves: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


Ihave now an opportunity of transmitting to Con- 
gress a report of the Secretary of State, with a copy 
of an Act of the Legislature of the State of Kentuc- 
ky, consenting to.the ratification of the amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States, proposed by | 
Congress in their resolution of the second day of De- | 
cember, 1793, relative to the suability of States. This i 

“amendment having been adopted by three-fourths of | 
“the several States, may now be declared to be a part of | 
the’ Constitution of the United States. | 

JOHN ADAMS. | 
-Unire States, January 8, 1798. | 


verally read, 


i 
} 


| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 


i 
The Message and papers were read and order- | 


‘ed to lie on file. 


f 

Tuespay, January 9. { 
The Vice Prestpenr laid before the Senate a 
“report from the Secretary of the Department of 
Treasury, of the goods, wares, and merchandise, 
imported into the United States during the year 


and seven hun- ; 


| Pense of such member, unless he shall make such ex: 


the quantities or value of the said goods, wares, 
or merchandise, and the foreign countries from 
which imported. Also a statement of the ton- 
nage of vessels entered in the ports of the United 
States during the period aforesaid; which was 
read. 

Ordered, That the report lie for consideration, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred 
the bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act supending, for 
a limited time, the second section of an act enti- 
tled ‘An act regulating foreign coins, and for other 
purposes.’ ” 

On motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of this bill until this day month, it was nega- . 
tived, and, after debate, it was ordered that the 
bill be recommitted. 


A motion was made to amend the 19th rule for 
doing business in the Senate, by subjoining— 


“And, on motion of any member, there shall be a call 
of the Senate at the expiration of one hour after that to 
which the House stood adjourned, whether there be a 
quorum or not; and, in case there is not a quorum on 
such call, the members present may, if they think pro- 
per, request the attendance of absentees who are in the» 
town or neighborhood where the Senate are conven 
And, on the next day, if a quorum shall not be pres- 
ent, the members present shall have authority to sen 
for any absent member, whether he be in the town where 
the Senate have convened, or not, by any person by © 
them authorized, requesting his attendance, at the ex- 


cuse for non-attendance as shall, by the Senate, 
judged sufficient.” 


And it was agreed that the consideration of this 
motion be referred to Messrs. Tracy, ANDERSO 
Livermore, Goopsue, and Parne, to report there 
to the Senate. : 


Wepnespay, January 10. 


Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
making certain partial appropriations for the ye 
ene thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight 
reported the bill without amendment; which 1 
port was adopted. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third readin 

Mr. Sepewick, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for. concurrence, entitled “An a 
providing for the payment of the interest on ace 
tificate due to General Kosciusko,” reported the 
bill without amendment. Ee 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Rept 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act fò 
the relief of the representatives.of William Ca 
michael, deceased,” reported the bill withou 
amendment; . which report was adopted, and: the 
bill ‘was ordered toa third reading. Se 
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Tuurspay, January 11. 

James Lioyn, appointed a Senator by the State 
of Maryland, in the place of John Henry, elected 
Governor of said State, produced his credentials ; 
and, the oath required by law being administered, 
he took his seat in the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of the representatives of William Carmichael, 
deceased,” was read the third time and passed. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrenee, entitled “ An act providing 
for the payment of the interest on a certificate due 
to General Kosciusko,” was read the third time, 
and, being amended by striking out the words, 
“eighty-nine,” and inserting in lieu thereof, 
“ninety-three,” near the end of the bill, it was 

Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act making 
certain partial appropriations for the year one 
‘thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight,” was 
read a third time and passed: 

Mr. Sepewick, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
suspending, for a limited time, the second section 
of an act, entitled ‘An act regulating foreign coins, 
and for other purposes, ” reported amendments ; 
which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill entitled “Anact for the relief of John Frank,” 
and a bill entitled “ An act.to prescribe the mode 
of taking evidence in cases of contested elections 
for members of the House of Representatives of 
the United States, and to compel the attendance 
of witnesses ;” in which bills they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act 
authorizing the payment of certain sums of mo- 
ney to the daughters of the late Count de Grasse,” 
reported the bill without amendment. 

On motion to amend the bill, it passed in the 
negative. i 

‘On motion, it was agreed, by unanimous con- 
sent, to dispense with the rule, and that the bill be 
now read a third time. 

: On the question to concur with the House of 
Representatives in this bill, it was determined in 
the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 4, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Chipman, Foster, Greene, Gunn, Howard, Hunter, 
Jackson, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, Martin, 
Mason, Paine, Read, Ross, and Sedgwick. ` 


Nays=—Messrs.. ‘Goodhue, Hillhouse, Marshall, and: 


3 Tracy. 
So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. , 


: a Fray, January 12. . 
< o "Phe bill, sént from the -House of Representa- 


tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the re- 


lief of John Frank,” was read, and, by unani- 
mous consent, it was read a second time, and.re- 
ferred to Messrs. Goopuur, Howarp, and Tracy, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. . 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to: pre- 
scribe the mode of taking evidence in cases of 
contested elections for members of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, and to com- 
pel the attendance of witnesses,” was. read, and, 
by unanimous consent, it was read a second time. 
Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. LivEr- 
MORE, Paine, and Cuipman, to consider and re- 
port thereon to the Senate. ; 
The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was recommitted the bill, 
sent from the House of Representatives for con- 
currence, entitled “ An act suspending, for a lim- 
ited time, the second section of an act, entitled 
‘An act regulating foreign coins, and for other 
purposes ;” and the report was adopted, and the 
bill was amended accordingly. ae 
On the question to agree to the third reading 
of the bill, as amended, it passed in the negative. 
On motion, by one of the majority, to recon- 
sider the last question— ; oa 
A motion was made to postpone the question 
of reconsideration to the second Monday in Feb- 
ruary, and it was determined in the negative.) — 
Whereupon it was agreed to reconsider the last 
vote on the bill, and that the bill be considered 
as still in its second reading. ne 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House disagree. to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act providing for the payment of the interest 
on a certificate due to General Kosciusko” they 
have passed a-bill, entitled “ An act directing’ the 
Secretary of War to place certain persons 6n the 
pension list;” in which they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. e 
The bill last brought from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, was read, and order- 
ed to the second reading. ie es 
On motion, by Mr. Tracy, that a committee’be 
appointed to take into consideration the subject of 
accepting a deed of cession of the jurisdiction’ of 
certain territory from the. State of Connecticut, 
and to report by bill or otherwise, it was agreed 
that this motion should lie for consideration. ` 


Monpay, January 15. 

Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House ‘of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, ‘entitled “An act:to 
prescribe the mode of taking evidence in cases, of 
contested elections for members‘of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, and to cém- 
pel the attendance of witnesses,” ‘reported an 
amendment, which was adopted. 

: © Ordered, That this: bill pass to‘the third read- 
ing, as amended.. Je 
-The Vice Presipent: laid before the Sendte a 
letter from Samuel Meredith, Treasurer of the 
United States, with-his account of receipts and 
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expenditures in the War Department, for the 
quarter ending the 30th of December last; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act for 
the relief of John Frank,” reported the bill with- 
out amendment; and, by unanimous consent, it 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act directing 
the Secretary of War to place certain persons on 
the pension list,” was read the second time, and 
referred to the committee appointed the 1st of De- 
cember last, “to take into consideration the sub- 
ject of a bill passed in March last, by the House 
of Representatives, directing the Secretary of War 
to place certain persons on the pension list,” and 
which was postponed by the Senate to this ses- 
sion, to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Ordered, That a certificate of the judges of the 
district court for the district of Maryiand, in favor 
of John Coats, be referred to the same committee, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr, Tracy reported, from the committee to 
whom was referred the petition of Joseph Nourse, 
Register of the Treasury; and the report was 
read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion-of the House of Representatives, disagreeing 
‘tothe amendment of the Senate to the bill, enti- 
tled “An: act providing for the payment of the 
interest on a certificate due to General Kosciusko;” 
‘whereupon, 

„Resolved, That they do insist on their said 
amendment. 
Ordered, ‘That the motion made on the 12th 
‘instant, on the subject of accepting a deed of ces- 
sion-of the jurisdiction of certain territory from 
‘the State of Connecticut, be referred to Messrs. 
Ross, Luoyp, Reap, Sepawick, and Brown, to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “An act suspending, for a 
limited time, the second section of an act, entitled 
*An-act regulating foreign coins, and for other 
“purposes,” and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be. postponed. 


Turspay, January 16. 


The bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
-sentatives for concurrence, entitled an “ An act to 
prescribe the mode of taking evidence in cases of 
contested elections for members of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, and to com- 
pel the attendance of. witnesses,” was read the 
third time. : ke 
Resolved, That this bill. pass:with an amend- 
ment. ; E SE 

-The Senate took ‘into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Joseph Nourse, Register of the Treasury; 


and, after debate, it was agreed that the report 
should be recommitted. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House insist on their 
disagreement to the amendment of the-Senate to 
the bill, entitled “An act providing for the pay- 
ment of the interest on a certificate due to Gene- 
ral Kosciusko,” and ask a conference thereon, and 
have appointed managers at the same on their 
part; 

They have passed a bill, entitled “An act for 
the relief of the refugees from the British pro- 
vinces of Canada and Nova Scotia,” in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives on the con- 
ference mentioned in the message. 

Resolved, That they do agree thereto, and that 
Messrs. Tracy and Ross be managers at the 
same on the part of the Senate. 

The bill sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence was read, and ordered to 
the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “An act suspending, for a 
limited time, the second section of an act, entitled 
‘An act regulating foreign coins, and for other 
purposes;” and 

On the question to agree to the third reading of 
the bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 
7, as follows : 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Foster, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Hunter, 
Jackson, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, Mar- 
shall, Martin, Mason, Paine, and Tazewell. 

Naxs—Messrs. Chipman, Goodhue, Greene, Read, 
Ross, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass to the 
third reading. 

Mr. Greene notified the Senate that he should, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring ina bill to repeal 
the act, passed the last session of Congress, enti- 
titled “An act laying duties on stamped vellum, 
parchment, and paper.” 


Wepnespay, January 17. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence. entitled “An act for the 
relief of the refugees from the British provinces 
of Canada and Nova Scotia,” was read the se- 
cond time, and referred to Messrs. Martin, Paine, 
and Sevewrcx, to consider and report thereon to 
the Senate. 

Mr. Tracy, from the managers at the confer- 
ence on the amendment to the bill, sent from the, 
House of Representatives for concurrence, enti- 
tled “An act providing for the payment of the - 
interest on a certificate due to General Kosciusko,” . 
made a report. Whereupon, D 

Resolved, That the Senate adhere to their. 
amendment to the bill last mentioned. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled ““An act suspend-. 
ing, for a limited time, the second’ section of an” 
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act entitled “ An act regulating foreign coins, and 
for other purposes,” was read the third time. 

On motion, by Mr. Marsuaut, that the bill be 
further amended, by expunging all that is con- 
tained from the word “suspended,” line fourth, in- 
clusive, and inserting, in heu thereof, “repealed,” 
it passed in the negative. 

And the bill being further amended, by adding 
the words “silver and gold” before the word 
“ coins,” in the amendment— 

On the-question to agree to the final passage of 
the bill, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 17, nays 19, as follows: 


Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Foster, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Hunter, 
Jackson, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, Ma- 
‘gon, Paine, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Goodhue, Greene, Lati- 
mer, Lloyd, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 
So it was Resolved, That this bill pass with 


amendments. 
A motion was made, by Mr. Parng, as follows: 


« Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire whether any, and what, territory, lying to the 
southward and westward of the State of Georgia, be- 
longs to the United States, and to report a plan for 
governing the same; and that the said committee be 
empowered to report by bill or otherwise.” 


Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 
A message from the House of Representatives 
‘informed the Senate; that the House recede from 
-their disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
vate to the bill, entitled “An act providing for the 
payment of the interest on a certificate due to 
General Kosciusko.” 
: The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED Srares: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


The situation of affairs between the United States 
and the Cherokee Indians having evinced the expe- 
diency of a treaty with that nation, for the promotion 
of justice to them, as well as of the interests and con- 
venience of our citizens, I have nominated, and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
pointed Commissioners to hold conferences, and con- 
clude a treaty, as carly as the season of the year and 
the convenience of the parties will admit. 

As we know very well, by experience, such negotia- 
tions cannot be carried. on without considerable ex- 
penses, I recommend to your consideration the pro- 
priety of making an appropriation, at this time, for 
defraying such as may be necessary for holding and 
< eoncluding a treaty. 
` That you may form your judgments with greater fa- 
‘cility, I shall direct the proper officer to lay before you 
an estimate of such articles and expenses as may be 
thought indispensable. 


eg ate kt tari pet tae Dale Tate, Sle 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrrep Sraves, January 17, 1798. 


The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
onsideration. 
Conformable to notice given yesterday, Mr. 
Greene requested leave to bring in a bill to re- 
peal the act, passed the last session of Congress, 


entitled “An act laying duties on stamped vel- 
lum, parchment, and paper;” and, after debate, 
the Senate adjourned. 


Tuurspay, January 18. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday by Mr. GREENE, request- 
ing leave to bring in a bill to repeal the act, passed 
the last session of Congress, entitled “ An act lay- 
ing duties on stamped vellum, parchment, and 
paper.” 

On the: question to agree to the motion, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 11, nays 15, as 
follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Fos- 
ter, Greene, Jackson, Langdon, Livermore, Martin, 
Mason, and Tazewell. x ve 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Goodhue, Gunn, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Hunter, Latimer, Lloyd, Marshall, 
Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, and Tracy. : 

Mr. Ross laid before the Senate the memorial 
of Thomas Hutchins, praying compensation for 
the sufferings and services of his late father, 
Thomas Hutchins, Geographer General to the 
United States; and the petition was read, and or- 
dered to lie for consideration. L 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
made yesterday, relative to territory lying to the 
southward and westward of the State of Georgia; 
and it was agreed to adopt the first part of the 
motion, divided as far as the words “United 
States.” a 

On motion, by Mr. Tazewe tt, 
last clause, to be read as follows: 

« And in case the committee shall be of opinion that 
any territory therein belongs to the United States, to’ 
report the most expedient method of quieting any op- 
posite title thereto :” 


It passed in the negative. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire whether any, and what, territory, lying to 
the southward and westward of the State of 
Georgia, belongs to the United States, and ‘to re- 
port a plan for governing the same, if any there 
be; and that the said committee be empowered to 
report by bill or otherwise. 

Ordered, That the above motion, as amended, 
together with the representation and remonstrance 
of the Legislature of the State of Georgia, be re- 
ferred to Messrs. Ross, Paine, Reap, TAZEWELL, 
and Gunn, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 


to amend “the 


Fray, January 19. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom ‘was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of. Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to 
amend the several acts for.laying duties on-spirits 
distilled within the United States, and on_stills/” 
reported an amendment; which was-read and or: 
dered to lie for consideration... < > 

Mr. Sepewicx presented. the -petition of Solo- 
mon Blodget, a wounded soldier, praying-to be 
placed on the list-of invalid pensioners; and the 
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petition was read, and referred to the committee 
to whom was referred, on the 15th instant, the bill 
entitled “ An act directing the Secretary of War 
to place certain persons on the pension list.” to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Foster presented the petition of Jonathan 
Davenport, a wounded soldier, praying an increase 
of his pension ; and the petition was read, and re- 
ferred to the committee last mentioned. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

A representation has been made to me, by the J udge 
of the Pennsylvania district of the United States, of 
certain inconveniences and disagreeable circumstances, 
which have occurred in the execution of the law passed 
on the 28th day of May, 1796, entitled “ An act for the 
relief of persons imprisoned for debt,” as well as of cer- 
tain doubts which have been raised concerning its con- 


rial of a number of the inhabitants of the town 
of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, 
stating the expediency of erectinga light-house on 
Eaton’s Neck, on Long Island, in the State of 
New York; and the memorial was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Secretary 
for the Department of Treasury, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to amend 
the several acts for laying duties on spirits distilled 
within the United States, and on stills,” was read 
the third time. 

On motion, by Mr. Anperson 
second section, as follows: 

“ And be it further enacted, That, from and after the 
30th day of June next, it shall be lawful for all owners 
of any still, or stills, to make his or their election, to 
take out a license for one week, at the rate of four cents 
per gallon, on the capacity of such still or stills, includ- 


, to restore the 


struction ; this representation, together with a report of | ing the heads thereof, under such rules and regulations 


the Attorney General on the same subject, I now trans- 
mit to Congress, for their consideration, that if any 
amendments or explanation of that law may be thought 
advisable, they may be adopted. 

Bc JOHN ADAMS. 
798. 


The Message and papers were read. 

Ordered, That they be referred to the com- 
mittee appointed on the 26th December last, on 
the motion of 15th of December, for revising the 
judiciary system, to consider and report thereon to 
the Senate. 

` Mr. Marsuatt gave notice that he should, on 
Monday, ask leave to bring in a bill regulatiag cer- 
tain proceedings in cases of impeachment. 


*Unirep STATES, January 18,1 


Monpay, January 22. 


Josian TATTNALL, from the State of Georgia, 
attended. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives for concurrence, 
entitled “An act to amend the several acts for 
laying duties on spirits distilled within the United 
States, and on stills ;” and the amendment reported 
being adopted. : 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended., 

“Conformable to notice given on the 19th in- 
stant, Mr. MARSSALL requested and obtained 
leave to bring in a bill regulating certain proceed- 
ings in case of impeachment; which bill was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. 


; -TuEsDAy, January 23. 
“~The bill regulating certain proceedings in cases 
of impeachinent. was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. MARSHALL, TAZEWELL, TRACY, 
Ross, and Livermore, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. : 

--Ordereil, That Mt. Ross be added to the com- 
mittee appointed ‘on the petition of George Turner. 

Mr. Fosrer laid before the Senate the memo- 


as licenses are now granted.” 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 9, 
nays 15, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Jack- 
son, Langdon, Marshall, Martin, Tattnall, and Tazewell... 

Naxs—Messrs. Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, 
Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Hunter, Latimer, Livermore, 
Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass with the 
amendment. 

The following Message was received from the: . 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


At the commencement of this session of Congress, I 
proposed, in the course of it, to communicate to bot 
Houses further information concerning the situation 
our affairs in the territories of the United States situ 
ted on the Mississippi river, and in its neighborhood 
our intercourse with the Indian nations, our relations: 
with the Spanish Government, and conduct of the 
officers and agents. This information will be found i 
a report of the Secretary of State, and the documents 
attending it, which I now present to the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Unitzp Srares, January 23, 1798. 


The Message and papers were read. : 

Ordered, That they be referred to the commi: 
tee, appointed the 18th instant, on the moti 
made by Mr. Paine, to whom was also refer 
the remonstrance of the Legislature of the Stat 
of Georgia, to consider and report thereon tot 
Senate. ‘ : 


Wepnespay, January 24. 


A message from the House of Representative 
informed the Senate that the House disagré 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill, entitl 
“An act to amend the several acts for laying-dus 
ties on spirits distilled within the United. Stat 
and on stills.” : 

The Senate took into consideration their amend 
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nent disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
yes; and 
-On motion, that the Senate adhere to their said 
amendment, it was determined in the affirmative 
—yeas 16, nays 9, as follows: 
Yras—Messrs. Binghañi, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
‘hue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 
‘Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Hunter, Lang- 
ion, Marshall, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 
So it was Resolved, That the Senate adhere to 
‘their said amendment. 
Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
“referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to place certain persons 
m the pension list,’ reported an amendment; 
hich was read and adopted. 
Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
gas amended. 


*Mr. Marsuaty made a motion, that the Senate 
ree to the following resolutions, which he read 
f his place; 

ae Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
ives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
embled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring, That 


he several States as amendments to the Constitution 
the United States; which, when ratified by three- 
urths of the said Legislatures, shall be valid as part 
f the said Constitution, viz : 

A 1..The Electors of President, and Vice President, 
‘giving their votes, shall respectively distinguish the 
erson whom they desire to be President, from the one 
hey desire to be Vice President, by annexing the words 


ro, to the proper name of the person voted for. 

«2. The Electors, aforesaid, shall enclose the very 
lots by them given in the election, together with the 
of the votes by them made and transmitted to the 
resident. of the Senate. 

. 3, Should any contest arise relative to any vote for 
esident, the same shall be determined by the Senate ; 
should any contest arise relative to any vote for Vice 
esident, the same shall be determined by the House 
Representatives. 

«4, Should no one person, voted for as Vice Presi- 
ent, have a majority of the whole number of Electors 
his favor, then the Senate shall elect the Vice Presi- 
ent among those voted for as Vice President.” 


Ordered, That the motion lie for consideration. 


Tuurspay, January 25. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act directing the 
ecretary. of War to place certain persons on the 
ension- list,” was read the third time. 

: Resolved, That this. bill pass with an amend- 
nent, 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
de yesterday, respecting amendments to the 
nstitution of the United States. 

n motion; that the consideration thereof be 


ponement the words “until the second Tuesday. 
in February ;” and, 

On motion, it was agreed to amend the motion 
for postponement, by inserting after the word 
“ postponed” these words: “until the first day: of 
June next.” 

On motion, to agree to the motion for postpone- 
ment-as amended, it was determined in the affirmi~ 
ative—yeas 15, nays 13, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Brown, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, 
Gunn, Hillhouse, Hunter, Lloyd, Martin, Read, Ross, 
Sedgwick, Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Chipman, Howard, Jackson, Langdon, Latimer, Liver- 
more, Marshall, Mason, Paine, and Tazewell. 


So it was Resolved, That the consideration of 
the original motion be postponed until the first 
day of June next. 


Frıpay, January 26. 


No business of importance was transacted in. 
the Senate to-day. 


Mownpay, January 29. 
No business was done of any importance in the 


e following articles be proposed to the Legislatures | Senate to-day. 


Tuzspay, January 30. 


Ordered, That Messrs, LIVERMORE, Ross, and: 
Tracy, be a committee to report to the Senate:'a 9 
form of proceeding in cases of impeachment, -7 

Mr. Martin, from the committee to whom was - 
referred the bili, sent from the House of Represen-: 


resident,’ or ‘Vice President, as the case may re- | tatives for concurrence, entitled “An.act for the 


relief of the refugees from the British provindes 
of Canada and Nova Scotia,” reported amend- 
ments; which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

Mr. Ross presented the petition of Joseph Rit- 
tenhouse, stating that he is a prisoner at the suit 
of the United States, and, having surrendered his: 
property, prays to be liberated; and the petition 
was read and laid on the table. : 


Wepnespay, January 31. 


The Vice Presipent laid before the Senate the 
resolution of the Legislature ofthe State of Dela: 
ware, by which it appears that they have appoint-= 
ed Josnva CLAYTON a Senator of the United: 
States, in the place of Joun Vinine, resigned; and 
the resolution. was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on file. 

Mr. Stocxron, from the committee to whom: : 
was referred the petition of George Turner, pray- 
ing confirmation of histitle to a tract of land pur- 
chased of John Cleves Symmes, asked and obtained 
leave to report by bill; and the bill was read, and 
ordered to the second reading. ipii 

The Senate took into’ consemuion the amends 
ments reported by- the committee to whòm was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act -forthe relief of + 


stponed until the second ‘Tuesday in February, | the refugees from the British provinces of Canada’ 
it Was agreed to strike out-of the motion for post- | and Nova Scotia ;” and, having agreed thereto; 
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- Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed. l 
`o Ai message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill; “entitled “An act appropriating a certain 
> sumi of money to defray the expense of holding a 
. treaty with the Indians claiming lands in the State 
of: Tennessee, or North Carolina;” in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and ordered 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a form of pro- 
eeeding in cases of impeachment; and the report 
was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 


Tuurspay, February 1. 


- The bill; sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act appropriat- 
ing a certain sum of money to defray the expense 
of holding a treaty with the Indians claiming’ 
lands in the State of Tennessee, or North Caroli- 
na,” was read the second time. 

. Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. HILL- 
HOUSE, Paine, and Senewicx, to consider and re- 
port: thereon. to the Senate. 

The bill to authorize the sale of certain lands 
‘between the Great and Little Miami rivers, in the 

“territory of the United States northwest of the 
Ohio, and for giving a pre-emption to certain pur- 
chasers and settlers, was read the second time. 

» Ordered; That'the further.consideration thereof 
be: postponed. i 

» Mr: Brown laid before the Senate the petition 
of Stephen. Monnot and others, inhabitants of Gal- 
liopolis, praying for a grant of land to them, re- 
spectively ; which petition, together with the pa- 
pers referred to therein, were read. 

- Ordered, ‘That they lie on the table. 

‘Mr. Mason presented the petition of Joseph Ja- 
mison; and others, inhabitants near the Sciota 
“river, praying thatthe Surveyor General may be 
authorized to lay out a tract of land thirty miles 
square, on the banks of the said river; and the 
petition was read. i 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

“Mr. Marsuatn, from. the committee to whom 
was referred the bill regulating certain proceedings 
in cases of impeachment, reported amendments; 
which were read. ~ 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration, 

The Senate took into consideration. the report 
of the committee on the mode-of proceeding: in 
cases of impeachment; and, after debate, the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


Farpay, February 2. 


Jonn SLoss HOBART, appointed. a. Senator by 
the State of New York, in the place of Philip 


Schuyler, resigned, produced. his. credentials, and,- 
the oath required by law being administered, he. 


took his seat in the Senate. 
A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief. of the legal 
representatives of Thomas Clark, deceased;” in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

A Message was received from the President of - 
the United States. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee on the mode of proceed- 
ing in cases of impeachment; which having been 
amended, it was, in part, adopted. 


Satourpay, February 3. 


Tne Message yesterday received from the Pre- 
SIDENT OF THE UNITED Srares was read, as 
follows: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 


I have received from our Minister in London two 
Acts of the Parliament of Great Britain, one passed on 
the 4th of July, 1797, entitled “ An act for carrying 
into execution the Treaty of Amity, Commerce. and 
Navigation, concluded between His Majesty and the 
United States of America;” the other, passed on the 
19th day of July, 1797, entitled “ An act for regulating 
the trade.to be carried on with the British possessions 
in India, by the ships of nations in amity with His 
Majesty.” These Acts have such connexions with the 
commercial and political interests of the United States, 
that it is proper they should be communicated to Con- 
gress. I have accordingly transmitted copies of them 


with this Message. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrren Srares, February 2, 1798. 


The Message and papers referred to were or- 
dered to lie for consideration. ; 
Ordered, That the petition of certain inhabi- 
tants of Galliopolis, laid before the Senate on the 
Ist instant, be referred to Messrs. Brown, Bioop- 
wortH, and Lanapon, to consider and report 

thereon to the Senate. 

The bill,sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “ An act for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Thomas Clark, de- 
ceased,” was read the first time, and ordered to 
the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee on the mode of proceed- 
ing in cases of impeachment. 

On motion, it was agreed, that the report be re- 
committed to Messrs. HituHouss, Reap, and 
Paine, to consider and report thereon to the 


> 


Senate. 


Monpay, February 5. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives © ; 
for concurrence, entitled.“ An act for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Thomas Clark, de- 
ceased,” was read the second time, and referred 
to Messrs. Tracy, Patng, and Goopxur, to con- 
sider and‘report thereon to the Senate. : i 

Mr. HiıLLnovse; from the committee to whom” 
was committed ‘the report on the mode-of pro- 
ceeding-in cases of impeachment, made.a report; 
which was-read and adopted; and’ ~ nippa iy 
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“ Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the Senate be, 
“Sand he is hereby, invested with the authority of Ser- 

‘geant-at-Arms, to hold said office during the pleasure 
of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to execute the 
commands of the Senate, froni time to. time, and all 
-: guch process as shall be directed to him by the Presi- 

-dent of the Senate. 

s Resolved, That, for regulating the proceedings of 

the Senate, in cases of impeachment, the following rule 
be. adopted, viz: 
u“ When the House of Representatives, or managers 
by them appointed for that purpose, shall attend the 
‘Senate to present articles of impeachment, the Presi- 
dent of the Senate shall cause proclamation to be made 
in the form following, viz: 

« All persons are commanded to keep silence while 
the Senate of the United States are receiving articles of 
impeachment against , on pain of imprison- 
ment, 

« And shall then signify to the managers that the 
Senate are ready to receive the articles of impeachment ; 
which, having been read by one of the managers, shall 
be received by the Seeretary ; and the managers shall 
‘thereupon be informed by the President that the Senate 
will take proper order on the subject, of which due no- 
tice will be given to the House of Representatives. 

« After which the Secretary shall read said articles of 
; impeachment, and enter the same on the Journals of 
‘the Senate.” 


The following Message was ieeived from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED States; which was 
ead: 


Genilemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 


I have received a letter from his Excellency Charles 
mckney, Esq., Governor of the State of South Caro- 
ma, dated the 22d October, 1797, enclosing a number 
of depositions and witnesses to ‘several captures and 
utrages committed within and near the limits of the 
nited States, by a French privateer belonging to Cape 
ancois, or Monte Christo, called the Vertitude or 
Fortitude, and commanded by a person of the name of 
rdan or Jourdain, and particularly upon an English 
merchant ship named the Oracabissa, which he first 
plundered and then burned, with the rest of her cargo, 
of great value, within the territory of the United States, 
-the harbor of Charleston, on the 17th of October last. 
Copies of which letter and depositions, and also of seve- 
Tal other depositions relative to the same subject, re- 
ceived from the Collector of Charleston, are herewith 
communicated. 

Whenever the channel of diplomatical communica- 
tion between the United States and France shall be 
ened, I shall demand satisfaction for the insult and 
reparation for the injury. 

¿I have transmitted these papers to Congress, not so 
. much for the purpose of communicating an account of 
so daring a violation of the territory of the. United 
States, as to show the propriety and necessity of en- 
abling the Executive authority of Government to take 
measures for protecting. the. citizens of the. United 
States and. such: foreigners, as have a. right to enjoy 
eir peace, and the. protection of their laws, within 
eir limits, in that as well as some other harbors which 
are equally. exposed. JOHN- ADAMS. : 

NITED STATES, February 5 1798: ia 

-v Ordered; That the- Me age and belated referred 
9 o lie for consideration: 


Mr. Hittyouss, from the committee last men- 
tioned, made a further report; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to authorize the sale of certain lands between 
the Great and Little Miami rivers, in the terri- 
tory of the United States northwest of the Ohio, 
and for giving a pre-emption to certain purchasers 
and settlers; and the bill being amended, 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading. 


Tunspay, February 6. 


The Vice Presipent laid before the Senate 
a report from the Secretary for the Department 
of Treasury, on the expediency of erecting: a: 
light-house on Eaton’s Neck, on Long Island, in: 
the State of New York; which was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. GREENE, 
HOBART, and Lanepon, to consider and; ‘report 
thereon, by bill or otherwise. 

The ‘papers referred to in the Message of the 
President of the United States, of the 5th instant, 
were read. 

Ordered, That they be referred to the commit- 
tee appointed the 29th of November last, on that 
part of the Speech of the President of. the United 
States respecting measures for the security and 
protection of the commerce of the United States, » 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill to authorize the sale of certain lands. 
between the Great and Little Miami. rivers, in 
the territory of the United States northwest of 
the Ohio, and for giving a pre-emption ‘to certain. 


purchasers and settlers, was read the third time... 


Ordered, That it berecommitted to the commits 
tee who reported the bill. : 

Mr. Srocxron, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill last mentioned, reported that 
it pass without amendment. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until to-morrow. 


WEDNESDAY, February re 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have resolv- 
ed that articles agreed by the House to be exhibi- 
ted by them, in the name of themselves and of all. 
the people of the United States, against WILLIAM 
Briount, in maintenance of their impeachment, 
against him for high crimes’ and misdemeanors; 
be carried to the Senate by the managers, Mes- 
srs. Sirereaves, Bavard, HARPER, GORDON, 
PINCKNEY, DANA, SEWALL, Hosmer, Dennis, 
Evans, and Imtey, appointed to conduct the said 
impeachment. SER becky 

On motion, ee 

Resolved, That the Senate will, at twelve 
o'clock this day, be. ready.to. receive articles of 
impeachment against Winitam: Buount, late a 
Senator of the United States from the State of 
‘Tennessee;ito be presented by the managers ap- 


`|: pointed by the:-House of- Representatives. 


-A message- was-announced from the House of 
Representatives, by the- above-mentioned: mana 
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gers, who, being introduced, Mr. BITGREAVES, 
their Chairman, addressed the Senate as follows: 

Mr. Vict Presrpent: The House of Representa- 
tives having agreed. upon articles, in maintenance of 
their impeachment against William Blount, for high 
crimes and misdemeanors, and having appointed on their 
part managers of the said impeachment, the managers 
have now the honor to attend the Senate, for the pur- 
pose of exhibiting the said articles. 


The Vice Presipent then ordered the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to proclaim silence, after which he 
notified the managers that the Senate was ready 
to hear the articles of impeachment. Whereupon, 

~The Chairman of the Managers read the arti- 
cles’ of: impeachment, and they were received 
from him at the bar by the Sergeant-at-Arms, and 
laid.on the table. ` 

The Vice Preswent then informed the mana- 
gers that the Senate would take proper order on 
the subject of the impeachment, of which due 
notice should be given to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

¿The Secretary then read the articles of im- 
peachment, in the following words: 


Articles exhibited by the House of Representatives of 
“the United States, in the name of themselves and of 
` all the people of the United States, against William 
“Blount, in maintenance of their impeachment against 
“him ‘for high crimes and misdemeanors. 


'Anricrs 1, That, whereas the United States, in the 
‘months of February, March, April, May, and June, in 
the year of our Lord.one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety seven, and for many years then past, were at 
peace with His Catholic Majesty, the King of Spain; 
and whereas, during the months aforesaid, His said 
Catholic Majesty and the King of Great Britain were 
‘at war with each other; yet the said William Blount, 
onor about the months aforesaid, then being a Senator 
of the United States, and well knowing the premises, 
but disregarding the duties and obligations of his high 
station, and designing and intending to disturb the 
peace aid tranquillity of the United States, and to vio- 
late'‘and.infringe the neutrality thereof, did conspire, 
and contrive to create, promote, and set on foot, within 
the jurisdiction and territory of the United States, and 
to conduct and carry on from thence, a military hostile 
expedition against the territories and dominions of His 
said Catholic Majesty in the Floridas and Louisiana, or 
a part thereof, for the purpose of wresting the same 
from His Catholic Majesty, and of conquering the same 
for the King of Great Britain, with whom His said 
Catholic Majesty was then at war as aforesaid, contra- 
ry to the duty of his trust and station as a Senator of 
the United States, in violation of the obligations of neu- 
trality, and against the laws of the United States, and 
the péace and interests thereof. 

Axticere 2. That, whereas, on the twenty-seventh 
day of October, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-five, a Treaty of Friendship, 
Limits, and Navigation, had been made and concluded 
between the United States and His Catholic Majesty, 
by the fifth article whereof it is stipulated and agreed, 

. “that the two high contracting parties shall, by all the 
means -in their. power, maintain peace and: harmony 
among the several Indian nations who inhabit the coun- 
try adjacent to the lines and. rivers, which, by the pre- 
ceding articles, form the boundaries ‘of the two Flori- 


$ 

idas: And the better to obtain this effect, both parties 
oblige themselves expressly to restrain by force all hos- 
tilities on the part of the Indian nations living within 
their boundary ; so that Spain will not suffer her In- 
dians to attack the citizens of the United States, nor 
the Indians inhabiting their territory; nor will the 
United States permit these last mentioned Indians to 
commence hostilities against the subjects of His Catho- 
lic Majesty or his Indians, in any manner whatever :” 
Yet, the said William Blount, on or about the months 
of February, March, April, May, and June, in the year 
of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
seven, then being a Senator of the United States, and’ 
well knowing the premises, and that the United States 
were then at peace with His said. Catholic Majesty, 
and that His Catholic Majesty was at war with the 
King of Great Britain, but disregarding the duties of 
his high station, and the stipulations of the said treaty, 
and the obligations of neutrality, did conspire and con- 
trive to excite the Creek and Cherokee nations of In- 
dians, then inhabiting within the territorial boundary of 
the United States, to commence. hostilities against the 
subjects and possessions of His Catholic Majesty, in 
the Floridas and Louisiana, for the purpose of reducing: 
the same to the dominion of the King of Great. Britain; 
with whom His Catholic Majesty was then at war 
as aforesaid: contrary to the duty of his trust and sta- 
tion as a Sehator of the United States, in violation of 
the said Treaty of Friendship, Limits, and Navigation; 
and of the obligations of neutrality, and against the 
laws of the United States, and the peace and interests, 
thereof. 


Articie 3. That, whereas, by the ordinances and 
acts of Congress for regulating trade and intercourse’ 
with the Indian tribes, and for preserving peace on the 
frontiers, it has been made lawful for the President of 
the United States, in order to secure the continuance 
of the friendship of the said Indian tribes, to appoint: 
such persons, from time to time, as temporary agents,’ 
to reside among the Indians, as he shall think fit; and 
whereas, in pursuance of the said authority, the Presi- 
dent of the United States, on or about the eighth day 
of September, in the year of our Lord one thousand: 
seven hundred and ninety-six, did appoint Benjamin- 
Hawkins, to be principal temporary agent for Indian 
affairs, within the Indian nations south of the river 
Ohio, and north of the territorial line of the United: 
States; and whereas the said Benjamin Hawkins ac- 
cepted the said appointment, and on the 2ist day of 
April, in the year of our Lord one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-seven, and for a long time before and: 
afterwards, did exercise the functions, powers and du~ : 
ties attached to the same; yet, the said Wm. Blount, on 
orabout the said twenty-first day of April, in the year 
of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
seven, then being a Senator of the United States, and 
well knowing the premises, did, in the prosecution of 
his criminal designs and of his conspiracies aforesaid, 
and the more effectually to. accomplish his intention of: 
exciting the Creek and Cherokee nations of Indians to 
commence hostilities against the subjects of His Catho-. 


lic Majesty, further conspire and contrive to alienate eh : 
and divert the confidence of the said Indian tribes of" ~ 


nations from the said: Benjamin Hawkins, the principal: 
temporary agent aforesaid, and to diminish, impair, and 
destroy.the influence of the said Benjamin Hawkins: 
with the. said Indian tribes, and ‘their friendly intercourse. ~ 
and understanding with him,:.contrary to the duty of © 
‘his trust and station as a Senator of the United States, `. 
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and against the ordinances and laws of the United | year of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and 
States, and the peace and interests thereof. ; ninety one, was confirmed and established ; and it was 

ARTICLE 4. That, whereas, by the ordinances and Mutually agreed that the said boundary line should 
acts of Congress aforesaid, it is made lawful for the | be actually ascertained and marked in the manner pre- 
President of the United States to establish trading  S¢tibed by the said last mentioned treaty: And whereas, 
houses at such places and posts on the western and | 2 pursuance of the said treaties, commissioners were 
southern frontiers, or in the Indian country, as he shall | duly nominated and appointed, on the part of the 
judge most convenient, for the purpose of carrying on | United States, to ascertain and mark the said boundary 
a liberal trade with the several Indian nations within Hne; yet, the said William Blount, on or about the 
the limits of the United States, and to appoint an agent | twenty-first day of April, in the year of our Lord one 


at each trading house established as aforesaid, with such , thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven, then being 


clerks and assistants as may be necessary for the exe- | ° Senator of the United States, and well knowing the 
cution of the said acts: And, whereas, by a treaty, | Premises, in further prosecution of his said criminal 
made and concluded on the second day of July, in the | designs, and of his conspiracies aforesaid, and the more 
year of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and | effectually to accomplish his intention of exciting the 
ninety-one, between the United States and the Chero- | said Indians to commence hostilities against the sub- 
kee nation of Indians, inhabiting within the limits of Je of His Catholic Majesty, did further conspire and 
the United States, it is stipulated and agreed, that “ the | Mtrive to diminish and impair the confidence of the 
United States will send such, and so many persons to | said Cherokee nation in the Government of the United 
reside in said nation, as they may judge proper, not | States, and to create and foment discontents and disaf- 
ceeding four, who shall qualify themselves to act as | fection among the said Indians towards the Govern- 
interpreters.” And whereas the President of the Uni- | ™ent of the United States, in relation to the ascer- 


ted States, as well in pursuance of the authorities in tainment and marking of the said boundary line, con- 


this article mentioned, as of the acts of Congress re- 
ferred to in the third article, did appoint James Carey 
to be interpreter for the United States to the said Cher- 
kee nation of Indians, and assistant at the public 


the State of Tennesssee: And whereas the said James 


thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven, and for a 
long time before and afterwards, did exercise the func- 
‘tions, and duties attached to the same; yet, the said 
‘William Blount, on or about the said twenty-first day 
April, in the year last aforesaid, then being a Sena- 
f the United States, and well knowing the premi- 
, did, in prosecution of his criminal designs, and in 
rtherance of his conspiracies aforesaid, conspire and 
contrive to seduce the said James Carey from the duty 


ading house established at the Tellico blockhouse, in : 


yarey did accept the said appointments, and on the | 
twenty-first day of April, in the year of our Lord one : 


| trary to the duty of his trust and station as a Senator 
| of the United States, and against the peace and iñte-, 
| rests thereof. A ee 
| And the House of Representatives, by protestation,. 
| saving to themselves the liberty of exhibiting at any 
| time hereafter, any further articles, or other accusation, 
| or impeachment, against the said William Blount, and: 
i also of replying to his answers, which he shall make 
| unto the said articles, or any of them, and of offering: 
| proof to all and “every the aforesaid articles, and: to all 
and every other articles of impeachment, or accusation, 
which shall be exhibited by them, as the case shall 
require, do demand that the said William Blount may: 

be put to answer the said crimes and misdemeanors;- 
| and that such proceedings, examinations; . trials, and 
| Judgments, may be thereupon had and given, as. are 
| agreeable to law and justice. Eas 
: Signed by order and in behalf of the House. 


xa pot w his said appointments, and to engage the i 
said James Carey to assist in the promotion and execu- | 
tion of his ai criminal intentions and conspiracie Attest, Jonatuan W. Convy, Clerk. lage 
aforesaid, contrary to the duty of his trust and station | Ordered, That the report of the committee, 
asa Senator of the United States, and against the i made on the 5th instant, respecting the mode of 
laws and treaties of the United States, and the peace administering the oaths in cases of impeachment, 
and interests thereof. Í be the order of the day for to-morrow. =... 
ARTICLE 5 That whereas certain tribes or nations | The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
Indians inhabit within the territorial limits of the | report of the committee to whom was referred 
United States, between whom, or many of them, and i the bill, sent from the House of Representatives: 
the settlements of the United States, certain bounda- | for concurrence, entitled “An act for the relief of 


ty lines have, by successive treaties, been stipulated | the refugees from the British provinces of Canada 


and agreed upon, to separate the lands and possessions | and Nova Scotia;” and having agreed to sundry. 


of the said Indians from the lands and possessions of : k EEST 
e United States, and the citizens thereof: And | amendments, the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
tion of Executive. business. ; 


Whereas, particularly, by the treaty in the last article | ® 
mentioned to have ‘sen made with the Cherokee na- | 

| tion, on the second day of July, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand seven hundred and ninety-one, the | cy tion 

Li r d a > a s ion of ‘the 
_ boundary line between the United States and the said | The Senate ne the Considera 


Cherokee nation was agreed and defined; and it was | report of the committee to whom was referred the 


i : -ag | bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
further stipulated, that the same should be ascertained | > : ie A 
d marked plainl} by three persons appointed on the | Concurrence, entitled “ An-act for the relief of the 


art of the United States, and three Cherokees on the | refugees from the British provinces of. Canada 
æt of their nation: And whereas, by another treaty | and Nova Scotia, and, having. adopted the report, 
ade with the. said Cherokee nation; on the: twenty- | te Ordered, That this bill pass.to the third read- 
th -day of June, in the -year'of our Lord one thou- | ag as amended: emina $ 
-sahd seven hundred and. ninety-four, the said herein- | ..Mr. Ross, from the committee, to whom was 
before recited treaty, of the second day of July, in the | referred the consideration-of-a.-deed of cession. of 


JONATHAN DAYTON, Speaker: ` 


Taurspay, February 8. 
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the-jurisdiction of certain territory, from the State 
of Connecticat, made a report; which was read, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

"The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee, made on the 5th instant, respecting 
the mode of administering the oaths in cases of 
impeachment; and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until to-morrow. : 


Fripay, February 9. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee, made on the 5th instant, 
respecting the mode of administering the oaths in 
cases of impeachment, 

On motion to postpone the consideration thereof, 

` it-was determined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 
18,-as follows: 

. “ Yxras—-Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Fos- 
ter, Jackson, Langdon, Marshall, Martin, Mason, and 
Tazewell. 

“Nays ~ Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Howard, Hunter, Latimer, 
Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, Stock- 
ton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 

On motion that the report be amended, by add- 

‘ing thereto.these words: “and that a bill be brought 
in conformable thereto,” it was determined in the 
negative-—yeas 8, nays 20, as follows: 

Yuas—-Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Fos- 
ter; Jackson, Langdon, Marshall, and Mason. 
<:Naxs — Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse; Hobart, Howard, Hunter, Latimer, 
Livermore, Lloyd; Martin, Paine, Read, Ross, Sedg- 
wick, Stockton, Tattnall, Tazewell, and Tracy. 

On motion to agree to the report of the commit- 
tee, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 22, 
nays 6, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Howard, Hunter, 
Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, Martin, Paine, Read, Ross, 
Sedgwick, Stockton, Tattnall, Tazewell, and Tracy. 

‘Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Jackson, 

< Langdon, Marshall, and Mason. 


So it was Resolved, That the oath or affirma- 
tion required: by the Constitution of the United 
States to: be administered to the Senate, when sit- 
ting for the ‘trial of impeachment, shall be in the 
form following, viz: 

“T, A B, solemnly swear, (or affirm, as the case may 
be,) that in all things appertaining to the trial of the im- 
peachment. of -——, Iwill do impartial justice, 
according to law.” = 

Which oath or affirmation shall be administered 
by the Secretary to the President. of the Senate, 
and by the President. to each member of the 
Senate. te ge 


-resentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act ap- 


Monpay, February. 12. 


Mr. Greene, from the committee to whom was 
referred the report of the Secretary for. the De- 
partment of the Treasury, on the. expediency of 
erecting a light-house on Katon’s Neck on, Long 


„ants of the Illinois, praying permission to lay ow 
‘certain donation lands on the waters of Kaskaski: 


Island, in the State of New York, reported a bill; 
on the subject; which was read, and ordered to: 
the second reading. i 

A letter from Governor Wood, of the State of. 
Virginia, to the Secretary of the Senate, with 
resolution of the Legislature of that State, ratify 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the Un 
ted States, respecting the suability of States, were, 
laid before the Senate, and read. 

Ordered, That they lie on file. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act for the r 
lief of the refugees from the British provinces « 
Canada and Nova Scotia,” was read the thir 
time. ` 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments, 

The consideration of the bill to authorize th 
sale of certain lands between the Great and Littl 
Miami rivers, in the territory of the United State 
southwest of the Ohio, and for giving a pre-emp 
tion to certain purchasers and settlers, was ri 
sumed. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engros: 
ed, and the tide thereof be “An act to author 
the sale of certain lands between the Great an 
Little Miami rivers, in the territory of the Unite 
States northwest of the Ohio, and for giving. 
pre-emption to certain purchasers and settlers.” 

The following Message was received from 
PRESIDENT or rae UNITED STATES : 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


In obedience to the law, I now present to both Hou 
of Congress my annual account of expenditures fro: 
the contingent fund during the year 1797, by whic 
appears that, on the first day of January last, there 
mained in the Treasury a balance of fifteen thousa 
four hundred and ninety-four dollars and twenty-f 
cents, subject to future dispositions of Government. © 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirxp Srares, February 12, 1798. 


The Message and documents therein referre 
to were read, and ordered to lie on the table.’ 

Mr. Hitiuovss, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 


propriating a certain.sam of money to defray th 
expense of holding a treaty with the Indians claim: 
ing lands in the State of Tennessee or No: th Caro 
lina,” reported amendments; which were read. 
Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 
Mr. Bincuam presented the petition of Phili 
Wilson, praying compensation for the loss of 
ship and cargo destroyed by Admiral Digby, aft 
the peace. was concluded between the: Unit 
States and His Britannic Majesty ; which, with 
statement therein referred to, were read. 
Ordered, That they lie on the table. 
Mr. Ross presented the petition of John Ed 
and William. Morrison, on. behalf of the inha 


creek ;-which was. read, and referred to Mess 
Ross, Brown, and Livermors, to consider a 
report thefeon-to.the Senate. ~ eg 3 
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On motion, thatthe bill regulating certain pro- 
eedings in cases of impeachment be the. order of 
the day for Wednesday next; 

A motion was made to amend the motion, and 
that it be the order of the day for the second Mon- 
day in. June next; which last motion was deter- 
ined in the negative—yeas 5, nays 22, as fol- 
‘lows: 
` Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Livermore, Read, Ross, 
and Sedgwick. 

” Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Chip- 
man; Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, How- 
ard, Hunter, Jackson, Langdon, Latimer, Llyod, Mar- 
shall, Martin, Mason, Paine, Tattnall, Tazewell, and 
“Tracy. 

And the original motion was agreed to. 


Tuespay, February 13. 


A motion was made by Mr. Goopuus, that 
it be 

« Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
d he is hereby, directed to obtain from the collectors 
of the customs of the principal collection districts of the 
United States, an account, exhibiting the number. and 
onnage of the vessels, and the estimated value of their 
cargoes, that have been captured or detained since the 
first day of January, 1796, from their respective dis- 
cts, by or under the authority of foreign nations, dis- 
inguishing the vessels captured or detained by each 
nation ; and that the said Secretary lay the result of 
the information so obtained, as soon as may be, before 
the Senate.” 


And it was agreed that this motion lie for con- 

deration. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
e report of the committee to whom was referred 
e bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
r concurrence, entitled “An act appropriating a 
rtain sum of money to defray the expense of 
olding a treaty with the Indians claiming lands 

‘the State of Tennessee or North Carolina;” 
nid, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed. ‘ 
The bill to erect a light-house on Haton’s Neck, 
the State of New York, and place beacons and 
uoys in the Sound, between the city of New 
‘ork, in said State, and Newport, in the State of 
hode Island, and in the harbors of those places, 
zas read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be committed to the commit- 
e who reported the bill. 


Wenpnespay, February 14. 


= The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
made yesterday by Mr. Goopuor, which was 
adopted; and 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, directed to obtain from. the 
ollectors of the customs of the principal collec- 
on districts of the United. States, an:account ex- 
ibiting the number. and tonnage’ of the vessels, 
andthe estimated value of.their cargoes, that have 


anuary, 1796, from their respective districts, by 


been captured~or detained since’ the first day of. 


or under the authority of foreign. nations, distin- 
guishing the vessels captured or detained by each 
nation; and that the said Secretary lay the result 
of the information so obtained, as soon as may be, 
before the Senate. G ž 

A motion was made by Mr. Rean, that it be 

Resolved, That the duty or trust imposed by the 
Constitution of the United States, on a Senator of the 
United States, is not of such a nature as to rendera 
Senator impeachable, or subject to any examination or 
trial for crimes or offénces alleged to have been commit- 
ted against the laws and peace of the United States, 
other than any citizen of the United States not a mem- 
ber of either House of Congress, and not holding any 
office under the said States :” 

And it was agreed that this motion lie for con- 
sideration. à 

Ordered, That the committee appointed. the 
30th of January last, to report a form of proceed- 
ing in cases of impeachment, be discharged. .... 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of Government for the year one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-eight, and for 
other purposes:” in which they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the ae 
ulating certain proceedings in cases of impeach- 
ment; and, after progress, it was agreed that the 
further consideration thereof be postponed. `“: 


Tuurspay, February 15. 


The bill, sent from the House. of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act. making 
appropriations for the support of Government for 
the year one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
eight, and for other purposes,” was read, and or- 
dered to the secgnd reading. ; 

A motion was made, by Mr. Livermors, that a 
committee be appointed to consider and ‘report 
what measures ought to be adopted by the Senate, 
relative to the articles of impeachment exhibited 
by the House of Representatives against WILLIAM 
Biount; and it was agreed that this motion lie: 
for consideration. ope 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed” 
a bill, entitled “ An act granting the right of send- 
ing and receiving letters and packets by post, free: 
of postage, to the Attorney General of the United 
States, and the officer commanding the troops of 
the United States;” in which they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. aa 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence, entitled “An act appropriating a certain 
sum of money to defray the expense of holding a 
treaty with the Indians ‘elaiming lands. in the 
State of Tennessee or North Carélina,” and 
adopted sundry of the amendments reported... © 

“On motion, to agree to part of the report of th 


committee, in the words following: 
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“ Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to 


admit an obligation on the part of the United States to 
extinguish, for the benefit of any State or individual | 


citizen, Indian claims to any lands lying within the 
territory of the United States ;” 

It passed in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 11, 
‘as follows: ; 

Yeas—-Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
‘hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, and 
Tracy. f : 

‘Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown,Gunn, 
Hunter, Jackson, Marshall, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, 
and T'azewell. : 


Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing, as amended. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence,. entitled “ An act granting 
the right of sending and receiving letters and 
packets by post, free of postage, to the Attorney 
General of the United States, and the officer com- 
manding the troops of the United States,” was 
read the first time, and ordered to the second 
reading. 


t 


Frivay, February 16. 


» The bill; sent from the House of Representa- 
tives: for: concurrence, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the support of Government for 
the.year one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
eight, and for other purposes,” was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs. Ross, HILLHOUSE, 
„and Goopuug, to consider and report thereon to 
the Senate. 
sie The- bill sent from the House of Representa- 
‘tives’ for concurrence, entitled “An act granting 
the. right .of sending and receiving letters and 
packets by post, free of postage, to the Attorney 
General of the United States, and the officer com- 
manding the troops of the United States,” was 
read- the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
TAZEWELL, Livermore, and Lioyp, to consider 
the subject of franking letters generally, and re- 
port-thereon to the Senate. 
..The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act appropria- 
ting a certain sum of money to defray the expense 
ofholding.a treaty with the Indians claiming 
lands in the State of Tennessee or North Caroli- 
na,”. was read the third time. 

On motion, it was agreed to amend the bill, to 
be.read as follows: “An act appropriating a cer- 
tain sum of money to defray the expense of hold- 
ing’ a treaty or treaties with the Indians.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

_ A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate thatthe House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act. for the relief of William 
Alexander;” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. : 

The Senate resumed: the consideration of the 
report-of the committee to whom was referred the 

„bill regulating. certain proceedings in cases-of im- 
eachment; and, after debate, the. Senaté-ad- 
journed. . ne 


pony which petitions were severally read. 


: ~ | ordered.: And it shall be the duty- of the Secretary. 


| Monpay, February 19. 


Josnua CLayton, appointed a Senator by the 

! Legislature of the State of Delaware, in the place 

| of John Vining, resigned, produced his ereden- 
tials, which were read, and, the oath required by - 
law being administered, he took his seat in the : 
Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled, “ An act for the re- 
lief of William Alexander,” was read, and order- 
ed to the second reading. 

Ordered, That the petition of Philip Wilson 
be referred to the Secretary for the Department of 
State, to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred the 
bill regulating certain proceedings in cases of im- 
peachment. . 

On motion, by Mr. TazeweLL, to amend the 
amendment reported to the third section, by in- 
serting “and a jury shall be summoned for the 
| trial thereof, in the manner and under the direc- 
tions hereinafter prescribed,” it passed in the ne- 
gative—yeas 3, nays 26, as follows: ne 

Yzras—Messrs. Jackson, Mason, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene 
Gunn, Hillhouse, Hobart, Howard, Hunter, Langdon, - 
Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Martin, Paine, Read, Ross, 
! Sedgwick, Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 


Turspay, February 20. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
| tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act for the re 
i lief of William Alexander,” was read the secon 
| time, and referred to Messrs. Ross, Tracy, a 
| CLAYTON, to consider and report thereon to 
| Senate. 
| Mr. Ross laid before the Senate the petition o: 
| Ralph Matson and others; also, the petition 
| Benjamin Reed, inhabitants of Vincennes, in 
| Territory northwest of the river Ohio, pray 
| confirmation of certain grants of land therein men 


Ordered, That they, be severally referred t 
| the committee appointed on the 12th instant, t 
| whom was referred the petition of John Ed 
jand William Morrison, to consider and rep 
| thereon to the Senate. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of t 
report of the committee to whom was referred 
| bill regulating certain proceedings in cases of i 
| peachment. : 
i And having agreed to so much of the amend 
| ment reported by the committee as proposed t 
strike out the 4th section of the bill, and proceed- 
ing to the question for inserting, agreeably to the. 
residue of the said amendment, the following: 
words, to wit: : vE 
“Szc.4.. After the word: “enacted, in the first Hi 
strike out the. rest of the section, and insert ‘tha 
when the Senate: shall-have received: an impeachmen: 
a day shall be assigned -for trial, and .a-fit person ap+ 
‘pointed - by: the. Senate to -execute its process whe: 
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the Senate to make out a summons for the party im- 
=| peached to appear on the day of trial; which summons 

“shall contain a transcript of the impeachment, with its 
appendages, and which, being approved by the Senate, 
Shall be signed by the President thereof; the Secretary 
shall also make out subpenas for the witnesses whose 
-attendance shall be required, which, being approved by 
:the Senate, shall be signed by the President; those for 
witnesses against the party impeached shall be deliver- 
_. ed to the managers, those for witnesses in favor of the 

«impeached party to himself or agent when demanded; 
and all process from the Senate shall be executed by its 
own officers, or by the. marshal of the district within 
which the execution is to he done, and in the manner 
specified in such process ; which shall be by leaving a 
copy with the party subpanaed, or at his or her last 
„place of residence; which execution shall be shown in 
The Senate may, neverthe- 
“less, for cause to them appearing, order, by proclama- 
tion, the party impeached to appear on the day of trial, 
and after process executed, or proclamation made, 
‘should the party fail to appear, the Senate may not- 


the return of the process : 


withstanding proceed to trial and judgment :” 
“18, as follows: 


Marshall, Martin, and Mason. 


-swick, Stockton, and Tracy. 


. amendment reported by the committee, as propos- 
. ed to strike out the sixth section of the bill, and 
‚proceeding to the question for inserting, agreeably 


ing words to wit: 


“Suc, 6. After the word ‘enacted,’ in the first line, 
strike out the rest of the section, and insert ‘that, on 
the day fixed for trial of an impeachment, and before 
the same be taken up for hearing, the Secretary of the 

enate shall administer to the President of the Senate, 
‘and to each Senator present, and afterwards to such 
thers'as shall come in, the following oath or affirma- 
on, to wit: «I, A B, do solemnly swear, (or affirm, as 
e case may be,) that, in all things appertaining to the 
trial of the impeachment of C D, I will do impartial jūs- 
tice, according to law, and my best judgment.’ The 
Senate shall then proceed on the trial according to such 
Tules as they may have. established for such occasion ; 
but may adjourn the trial from time to time, for cause 
to them appearing. The party impeached, after trial, 
shall be acquitted or convicted; and, upon conviction, 
ae Senate shall- pronounce judgment according to 
aw? 


_ It was determined in the negative—yeas 7, nays 
18, as follows: 
Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Fos- 
ter, Langdon, Marshall, and Mason. 
Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Good- 

“hue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Hobart, Hun- 

ter, Latimer, Livermore, Martin, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, 
Stockton, and Tracy. : ; 
On the question to agree to the third reading of | 
the bill, it passed in the negative. 


‘RESIDENT oF THE UNITED STATES ©: 
ir it i ži $ at 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 6, nays 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Langdon, 


Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Clay- 
ton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Ho- 
„bart, Howard, Hunter, Livermore, Read, Ross, Sedg- 


The Senate having agreed to so much of the 


to the residue of the said amendment, the follow- 


Gentlemen of the Senate and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


Tn obedience to the law of the United States of the 
3d March, 1797, entitled “An act authorizing an. ex- 
penditure, and making an appropriation, for the prose- 
cution of the claims of certain citizens of the United 
States for property captured by the belligerent Powers,” 
I submit to Congress the account exhibited to me by the 
Secretary of State, with his report of the 17th of this 
month. JOHN ADAMS. 

Uniren Srarzs, February 20, 1798. 

The Message and papers therein referred to 
were read, and ordered to lie.on the table. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
made on the 15th instant by Mr. Livermore. 

Whereupon, Ordered, That Messrs. LIVERMORE, 
Ross, and Srocxron, be a committee to consider 
and report what measures ought to be adopted by 
the Senate, relative to the articles of impeachment 
exhibited by the House of Representatives against 
Wixuram BLounT. se 


Wepnespay, February 21. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom:-was 
referred the bill sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act for 
the-relief of William Alexander,” reported the bill 
without amendment ; and the report was adopted. 

Ordered, That this bill pass toa third reading. 

The Senate proceeded.to consider the motion 
made on the 14th instant, by Mr. Reap, respect- 
ing the impeachment of a Senator of the United 
States. Whereupon— a 

On motion by Mr. Sepewick, a a 

Ordered, That the said motion’ be referred to 
the committee appointed on the 20th instant, to 
report the measures proper to be adopted relative 
to the articles of impeachment against: WILLIAM 
Brount, with instruction to take the same into 
consideration, and report their opinion as to any 
amendment thereof, (in point of form only,) and 
at what time it will be proper to consider the sub- 
ject thereof, l 


Tuvurspay, February 22, 


‘The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for’ the 
relief of William Alexander,” was read the third 
time and passed. ; : 

A message from the House of Representatives: 
informed the Senate that they agree to. all: the 
amendments of ‘the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act appropriating a certain’suin of money to 
defray the expense of holding’ a treaty with the 
Indians claiming lands in the State of Tennessee 
or North Carolina,” with an amendment to their - 


fifth amendment, in which they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 


ment in-the bill last mentioned, and resolved that 
they do concur therein. 07. - get 


Ordered, That the consideration of the report 


~ The following Message was received from the | of the committee to whom was referred the con- : 
E “> f sideration of a`deed of cession of the jurisdiction 
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of a certain territory, from the State of Connecti- 
cut, be the order of the day for Monday next. 

Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom 
it was referred to report thé proper measures to be 
adopted relative to the articles of impeachment 
against WiLtiam Buounr; and to whom was 
also referred the resolution relative to the impeach- 
ment of a Senator of the United States, reported 


in part; and the report was read, and ordered to | 


lie for consideration. 


Fripay, February 23. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom it was 


referred to inquire whether any, and what, terri- | 


tory, lying to the southward and westward of the 
State of Georgia belongs to the United States; 
and to whom was also referred the petition and 
remonstrance of the Legislature of the State of 
Georgia, reported a bill; which was read and 
ordered to a second reading. 

The Senate proceded to consider the report of 
the committee appointed to consider the proper 
„measures to be adopted relative to the articles of 


impeachment against Wi.ttam BLOUNT ; and to | 


whom was- also referred the resolution relative to 
‘the impeachment of a Senator of the United 
States; which report was read and amended, and 
ordered to be recommitted. ` 


The following Message was received from the | 


Presipenr or rae Unirep STATES: 
‘Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
The enclosed memorial from the Commissioners ap- 


pointed under an act of the United States, entitled ; 


“An act for establishing the temporary and permanent 
seat of the Government of the United States,” repre- 
senting the situation and circumstances of the city of 
‘Washington, 
Houses of the Legislature, and recommend to their con- 
sideration. Alexander White, Esq., one of those Com- 
missioners, is now in this city, and will be able to give to 
Congress, or any of their committees, any explanation 
or further information which the subject may require. 

: JOHN ADAMS, 

UNITED STATES, February 23, 1798. 


The Message and memorial therein referred to 
“were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act to provide for the widows and 


orphans of certain deceased officers, in which they | 


desiré the concurrence of the Senate. 


“The bill was read, and ordered to the second | liam Blount; and to whom was also referred th 


reading. 
Mr. TAZEWELL, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 


presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act | 


granting the right of sending and receiving letters 
and packets by post, free of postage, to the Attor- 
ney. General of the. United States and. the officer 


commanding the‘ troops: of<the- United - States,” | 


reported that the bill pass without amendment, 


Ordered, That the consideration thereof be 


. postponed. 


I take this opportunity to present to both 


| be postponed. 
| 


| informed the Senate that they have passed a 


| Monpay, February 26, 
| The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
‘tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to provide 
i for the widows and orphans of certain deceased 
| officers,” was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs, Liver- 
| MORE, Paine, and Tracy, to consider and report 
| thereon to the Senate. 

| The bill for an amicable settlement of limits with 
| Georgia, and authorizing the establishment of a 
| Government in the Mississippi Territory, was read 


1 
: the second time. 


| Ordered, That the consideration of this bill be 
i the order of the day for Wednesday next. 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
| bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “ An act granting the right 
of sending and receiving letters and packets by 
| post, free of postage, to the Attorney General of 
| the United States and the officer commanding the 
troops of the United States,” and ordered that it 
| pass to a third reading. 

The Senate then went into the consideration 
of Executive business. 


Tuespay, February 27. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
i tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act granting 
| the right of sending and receiving letters and pack- 
iets by post. free of postage, to the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States and the officer command- 
i ing the troops uf the United States,” was read the 
third time; and, on the question of agreeing to its’ 
| final passage, it was determined in the negative. ` 
| Mr. Brown, from the committee appointed on 
| the 3d instant to consider the petition of Stephen 
| Monot and others, inhabitants of Galliopolis, re> 
| ported the following resolution: : 
| Resolved, That the said petitioners, who, by una: 
| voidable absence, or other cause, have been preventer 
from obtaining their proportion of the land appropriate 
| for the relief of the inhabitants of Galliopolis, by act of 
| Congress passed on the 3d March, 1795, be allowe 
! each acres of land, to be laid out in the territor 
| northwest of the river Ohio, adjoining to the lands de 
scribed and set apart in the said act.” 


| And the resolution was agreed to. 
| Ordered, That it be referred to the committe 
| who made the report, with instructions to. bring 
a bill accordingly. 
Mr. Livermore, from the committee appointec 
to consider the proper measures to be adopted re 
tive to the articles of impeachment againt. W 


| resolution relative to the impeachment of a Sena: 
tor of the United States, reported in part, and t 
report was read and amended; and, after deba 
it was ordered that the further consideration thereof: 


= - WEDNESDAY, February 28. ae 
A message from. the House of Representat 


entitled “An act to repeal the act, entitled “An 
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act laying duties on stamped vellum, parchment, 
and paper ;” and a bill entitled “An act for the 
erection of a light-house, and placing buoys at the 
several places therein mentioned ;” in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill for an amicable settlement of limits 
with Georgia, and authorizing the establishment 
of a Government in the Mississippi Territory, was 
read the second time; and, after debate, it was 
ordered that the further consideration thereof be 
postponed, 


The bill last mentioned in the message of this! 


day was read, and ordered to the second reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to repeal 
the act, entitled ‘An act laying duties on stamped 
vellum, parchment, and paper,” was read ; and, on 
the question to agree tu the second reading of this 
bill, it passed in the negative. 


Tuurspay, March 1. 


The bill, sent from. the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the 
erection of a light-house, and placing buoys at the 
several places therein mentioned,” was read the 
second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed on the 13th February last, to whom was 
referred the bill providing for the erection of a 
light-house on Haton’s Neck, in the State of New 

ork, to consider and report thereon to the Se- 
nate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee appointed to prepare rules 
of proceeding in the case of the impeachment of 
Wituram BLount; which, being amended, is as 
follows: 


“The committee to whom was recommitted the 
report of the committee appointed to prepare rules of 
proceeding in the case of the impeachment against 
William Blount, report, in part, that a writ of summons 
issue, directed to the said William Blount, in the form 
following : 

“United States of America, ss. 

“The Senate of the United States of America to 
William Blount, late a Senator of the United States for 
the State of Tennessee, greeting: Whereas the House 
of Representatives of the United States of America did, 

-on the 7th day of July last past, in their own name, 
and in the name of all the people of the United States, 
impeach you, the said William Blount, of high crimes 
and misdemeanors before the Senate of the United 
States : And whereas the said House of Representatives 
did, on the 7th day of February, of the present year, exhi- 
hit to the Senate, their articles of impeachment against 
you, the said William Blount, charging you with high 
crimes and misdemeanors, therein specially set forth, 
(a true copy of which articles of impeachment is an- 
nexed to this writ,) and did demand that you, the said 
William Blount, should he put to answer the said crimes 
and misdemeanors; and that such proceedings, exami- 
nations, trials, and judgments; might be thereupon had, 

48 are agreeable to law and. justice—You, the. said 
Wiliam ‘Blount,’ are therefore ‘summoned to be and 
appear before the Senate of the United States.of Ame- 
rica, at their Chamber, in the city “of Philadelphia, in 

5th Con. —17 


the State of Pennsylvania, on the third Monday of De- 
cember next, at the hour of eleven of that day, then and 
there to answer the said articles of impeachment, and 
then and there to abide by, obey, and perform, such 
orders and judgments as the Senate of the United 
States shall make in the premises, according to the 
Constitution and laws of the said United States. And 
hereof you are in nowise to fail. Witness, the Honor- 
able Thomas Jefferson, Esq., Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States of America, and President of the Senate 
thereof, at the city of Philadelphia, the first day of March, 
in the year of our Lord 1798, and of the independence 
of the United States the twenty-second.” 

“Which summons shall be signed by the Secretary 
of the Senate. 

«That the said summons shall be served on the said 
William Blount by the Sergeant-at- Arms of this House, 
or a special messenger, who shall Icave a true copy of 
the writ and the articles annexed with the said Wil- 
liam Blount, ifhe can be found, showing him the ori- 
ginal; or at the usual place of residence of the said 
William Blount, if he cannot be found. Which mes- 
senger shall make return of the writ of summons, and 
of his proceedings in virtue thereof, to the Senate, on 
the appearance-day therein mentioned. 

“ And thata message be sent to the House of Re- 
presentatives, giving information that the Senate have 
directed the said writ to be issued, and of the day men- 
toned therein for the appearance of the said William 
Blount.” : 


On motion to agree to the report of the commit- 
tee, as amended, it was determined in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 22, nays 5, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Hunter, Lang- 
don, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, Martin, Paine, Read, 
Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tattnall, ‘Tazewell, and 
Tracy. : 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, J ackson, Mat- 
shall, and Mason. Aa 


So the report was adopted. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate do 
issue the summons hereinbefore directed, and that 
service thereof be made sixty days at the least 
before the return day mentioned in the said writ 
of summons. 

Mr. Livermorgs, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House. of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to 
provide for the widows and orphans of certain 
deceased officers,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. x 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for an amicable settlement of limits with 
Georgia, and authorizing the establishment of-a 
Government in the Mississippi Territory. 

On motion, by Mr. Tarrnatt,. that the first 
clause of the third section of the bill, which now 
stands in these words: oe 

“ Be it further enacted, That all that tract of coun- 
try bounded on the west by the Mississippi”— ©. 

Be amended to read as follows: 


“Be it further enacted, That, as soon’ as the. con- 
sent of the State of Georgia shall be obtained, by céssion 
or otherwise, all that tract of country bounded on the 


| west. by the Mississippi”— 
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At passed in the negative—yeas 8, nays 20, as 
follows: 


Yxuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Gunn, Jack- 
gon, Langdon, Mason, Tattnall; and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Hunter, Latimer, 
Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Martin, Paine, Read, Ross, 
Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 


Fripay, March 2. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for an amicable settlement of limits with 
Georgia, and authorizing the establishment of a 
Government in the Mississippi Territory; and, 
having agreed to sundry amendments, it was or- 
dered that this bill pass to the third reading. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the bill, sent 
from’ the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence, entitled “ An act to provide for the widows 
and orphans of certain deceased officers ; and, after 
debate, it was ordered that this bill pass to a third 
reading. 


Monpay, March 5. 


-.Mr. Greens, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act for 
the erection of a light-house, and placing buoys at 
the several places therein mentioned,” reported 
an amendment, which was read, and ordered to 
lie for consideration. 
The bill for an amicable settlement of limits 
. with Georgia, and authorizing the establishment 
of a Government in the Mississippi Territory, was 
read the third time; and, on the question to agree 
to the final passage of the bill, it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 8, as follows: 
_ Yzas--Messrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Brown, Chip- 
man, Clayton, Foster, Greene, Hobart, Hunter, Lati- 
mer, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Martin, 
Paine, Ross, Sedgwick, Tattnall, and Tracy. 
Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Goodhue, Gunn, Hill- 
house, Jackson, Langdon, Mason, and Tazewell. 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed ; and that the title thereof be “ An 
act foran amicable settlement of limits with the 
State of Georgia, and authorizing the establish- 
tment of a Government in the Mississippi ‘Terri- 
tory,” 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives. for concurtence, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the widows and orphans of certain de- 
ceased officers,” was read the third time. 

Ordered, That the question on the final pas- 
sage of this bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

The Vice. Prusipent laid before the Senate a 


letter from. the Secretary for the Department of 


Treasury, ‘transmitting a statement of goods, 


wares, and merchandise, exported from the United 
States during one year, prior to the Ist of Octo- 
ber, 1797, prepared in. pursuance of the resolution 
of the Senate, passed on the. 5th-of. February, 
1796; and noting that the foreign: goods, wares, 


and merchandise, included in this statement, are 
estimated at about twenty-seven millions of dol- 
lars; and the letter was read. ; 


return, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and f 


since their arrival at Paris, were received at the Secre- 
tary of State’s office at a late hour the last evening. 
They are all in a character which will require some 
days to be deciphered, except the last, which is dated 
the Sth of January, 1798. The contents of this letter 
are of so much importance to be immediately made 
known to Congress and to the public, especially to the 
mercantile part of our fellow-citizens, that I have 
thought it my duty to communicate them to both 
Houses without loss of: time. 


read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 


informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act providing the means of 
intercourse between the United States and foreign. 
nations ;” in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate. 


reading. 


bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 


Ordered, That the letter, together with the 


The following Message was received from the 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
The first despatches from our Envoys Extraordinary, 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Uzte» Srares, March 5, 1798. 


The Message and paper therein referred to were 


Tvuespay, March 6. ; 
A message from the House of Representatives. 


The bill was read, and ordered to the second 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
concurrence, entitled “ An act to provide for the 
widows and orphans of certain deceased officers.” 
On motion, by Mr. Sepewicr, to expunge the 
words, “and of the militia,” it was determined j 
the affrmative—yeas 16, nays 12, as follows: 
Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Chipman, Clw 
ton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Lati. 
mer, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Sedgwick, and 
Tracy. oe 
Nays—Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Gunn, Hunt 
Jackson, Langdon, Laurance, Martin, Mason, Ross; 
Tattnall, and Tazewell. a 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass with 
amendment. 
Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petitions of Benjamin Reed and ot 
ers, inhabitants of Post Vincennes ; also, the pei 
tion of J. Edgar and William Morrison, on beha 
of the inhabitants. of the Illinois, reported : 


“ That there being no correct statement of the me: 
sures taken in consequence of the resolutions and 
laws of Congress, confirming titles, and authorizing 
the grants of bounties, in lands, to certain settlers: 
Post Vincennes, and in the Illinois country, the com 
mittee have not been able to obtain sufficient inform 
tion to guide them in reporting. either for or against. 
petitions ; but, in order that a fair and full explanatic 
of these claims may be had, the committee recommen 
to the Senate the following resolution : 
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« Resolved, That the petition of sundry inhabitants | 
of Post Vincennes, the petition of J. Edgar and Wil- ; 
liam Morrison, on behalf of the inhabitants of the | 
Illinois, and the petition of Benjamin Reed, be referred ! 
to the Governor of the Territory northwest of the river 
Ohio, who is hereby requested to report to the Senate, | 
on the first Monday in December next, a correct and 
full statement of what has been done in pursuance of 
the resolves of Congress of the 20th June, and 29th 
August, 1788; and of the act of Congress of the 3d | 
of March, 1791, entitled ‘An act for granting lands to | 
the inhabitants and settlers at Vincennes and the Mi- | 
nois country, in the Territory northwest of the Ohio, 
and for confirming them in their possessions,’ and | 
whether any of the ancient rights, settlements, or im- | 
provements, of the inhabitants, are included within the | 
tracts allotted for satisfying bounties allowed to the 
old settlers.” 


The report, having been read, was adopted. | 

Mr. Tracy laid before the Senate the memo- ; 
rials of Joseph Ball and others, holders of bills of | 
credit; emitted in pursuance of a resolution of | 
Congress of the 18th of March, 1780, praying that | 
the subject may be taken into consideration ; | 
which memorials were read. 

Ordered, That they severally lie on the.table. | 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred the | 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “ An act for the erection of; 
a light-house, and placing buoys at the several | 
places therein mentioned,” and agreed to amend | 
the bill accordingly; and, the bill being further į 
amended, it was agreed, by unanimous consent, | 
that the bill be now read the third time. i 
. Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. ! 

A motion was made, by Mr. Mason, that it be į 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to con- j 
sider and report upon the expediency of erecting a j 
light-house upon Old Point Comfort, in Virginia, and | 
of erecting a beacon on Tybee island, in the State of | 
Georgia, and fixing buoys at the mouth of Savannah | 
river; and that they be authorized to report by bill or ! 
otherwise.” i 


Ordered, 'That this motion lie for consideration. | 


On motion, it was agreed that the committee | 

. to whom was referred the bill providing for the | 
erection of a light-house on Haton’s Neck, in the | 
State of New York, be discharged. i 


Wepnespay, March 7. | 


i 
The bill, sent from the House of Representatives | 
for concurrence, entitled “An act providing the | 
means of intercourse between the United States | 
and foreign nations,” was read a second time. i 
Ordered, That it be referred to the committee, 
appointed the 16th of February, to consider the 
bill entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of Government for the year one thou- | 
sand seven hundred and ninety-eight, and for | 
other purposes,” to report thereon to the Senate. ! 
Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was | 
éferred the petition of sundry inhabitants of 
Galliopolis, reported a bill to authorize a grant of 
lands to Stephen Monot and others, inhabitants 


| 
| 
f 
| 


of Galliopolis, therein named; which was read, 
and ordered toa second reading. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


| report of the committee to whom was referred a 


deed of cession of the jurisdiction of certain terri- 
tory from the State of Connecticut; and, after 
debate, : 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 
A message from the House of Representatives 


| informed the Senate that the House disagree to 


the amendment of the Senate to the bill entitled 
“An act to provide for the widows and orphans of 
certain deceased officers.” They have passed a 
bill entitled “ An actto amend the act entitled ‘An 
act laying duties on stamped vellum, parchment, 
and paper,” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and ordered 
toa second reading. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill entitled 
“An act to provide for the widows and orphans of 
certain deceased officers.” 

A motion was made, by Mr. BLoopwortx, that 
the Senate recede from their amendment to the 
bill; and, after debate, it was agreed that the far- 
ther consideration thereof be postponed. y 


Tuurspay, March 8. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act laying du- 
ties on stamped vellum, parchment, and paper,” 
was read a second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Bineuam, Goopuue,and Marrin, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

On motion, by Mr. Reap, 

Ordered, That the committee appointed, the 
26th December last, to revise the Judiciary system 
of the United States, be instructed toreport by bill. 

A message from the House of Representatives 


i informed the Senate that the House have passed 


a bill entitled “An act to continue in force, for a 
limited time, an act entitled ‘An act declaring the 
consent of Congress to an act of the State of Ma- 
ryland, passed the twenty-eighth day of Decem- 
ber, one thousand seven hundred and ninety-three, 
for the appointment of a health officer?” in which 
they desire the cencurrence of the Senate. : 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday torecede trom theiramend- 
ment disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill entitled “An act to provide. for 
the widows and orphans of certain deceased 
officers.” 

On motion, by Mr. Pains, that the considéra- 
tion thereof be postponed until the second Mon- 
day in December next, it passed in the nega- 
tive—yeas 14, nays 15, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse; Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, 
Marshall, Paine, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

Waxs—Messrs. “Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
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Brown, Gunn, Hobart, Hunter, Jackson, Laurance, 
Martin, Mason, Read, Ross, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 


On the question to agree to the original motion, 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, 
nays 13, as follows: ` 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Gunn, Hobart, Hunter, Jackson, Langdon, 
Laurance, Martin, Mason, Read, Ross, Tattnall, and 
Tazewell. 

Naxs—Messrs. Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, 


Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, Mar- į 


shall, Paine, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 


So it was Resolved, That the Senate recede 
from the amendment disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives to this bill. 

_ On motion, by Mr. Mason, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to report to the Senate as to the ne- 
cessity of erecting a light-house on Old Point 
Comfort, in Virginia, and establishing a beacon on 
Tybee Island, in the State of Georgia, and fixing 
buoys at the mouth of Savannah river; with an 
estimate of the expense respectively attending the 
same. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from: the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, ‘entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the support of Govern- 
ment, for the year one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-eight, and for other purposes,” reported 
that the bill pass without amendment. 

The bill, last sent up from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

The bill to authorize a grant of lands to Stephen 
Monotandothers, inha bitantsof Galliopolis, therein 
named, was read a second time ; and, after debate. 
on motion, it was agreed that the further consid- 
eration thereof be postponed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to some, 
and disagree to other, amendments of the Senate 
to.the bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
refugees from the British provinces of Canada 
and Nova Scotia.” 


Fripay, March 9, 


The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of Government, for the year one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-eight,and for other 
purposes ;” and, the report being adopted, 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act pro- 
viding the means of intereonrse between the Uni- 
ted States and foreign nations,” reported the bill 
without amendment ; and it was agreed that the 
consideration, thereof be postponed. 

, The Senate ‘proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, agreeing to 
some, and disagreeing to other, amendmentsof the 


| Senate to the bill entitled “An act for the relief 
pot the refugees from the British provinces of 
Canada and Nova Scotia.” : 
| Resolved, That the Senate do insist on their 
amendments, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to the bill above mentioned. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act limiting the time within 
which claims against the United States, for credits 
on the books of the Treasury, may be presented for 
allowance;” a bill, entitled “An act declaring the 
consent of Congress to an act of the Common- 

wealth of Massachusetts;” and a bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Sylvanus Crowell; in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The three bills last mentioned were severally 
read, and ordered to the second reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act to continue in 
force, for a limited time. an act, entitled ‘An act 
declaring the consent of Congress to an act of the 
State of Maryland, passed 28th day of December, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-three, for 

the appointment of a health officer,” was read the 


second time. 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 


Monpay, March 12. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act declaring 
the consent of Congress to an act of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts,” was read the.second 
time. and referred to Messrs. Goopuus, Tracy, 
and BLoopwortu, to consider and report thereon 
to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Sylvanus Crowell,” was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs. GREENE, GOODHUE, 
and Tracy, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act limiting. 
the time within which claims against the United 
States, for credits on the books of the Treasury,’ 

| may be presented for allowance,” was read the’: 
second time, and referred to Messrs. BINGHAM, 
Tracy, and Sepewicx, to consider and repor 
i thereon to the Senate. 
| The Senate proceeded to consider the report: 
| of the committee to whom was referred the bill, 
| sent from the House of Representatives for con- 
currence, entitled “An act providing the means ôf, 
| intercourse between the United States and foreign 
| nations; which was adopted. e 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of Government, for the year 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, and 

for other purposes,” was read the third time. 
On motion, by Mr. Anerson, that the follo: 
ing clause be struck out from the bill, to wit: 


“For the expense incurred by the committee of t 
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House of Representatives on the impeachment of Wil- 
diam Blount, for the compensation of the members, and 
for incidental charges, as estimated by the chairman of 
the committee, two thousand six hundred and twenty- 
six dollars.” 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 7, nays 
18, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Hill- 
house, Jackson, Marshall, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Greene, Hobart, Hunter, Langdon, Laurance, 
Livermore, Lloyd, Martin, Paine, Read, Ross, Sedg- 
wick, Stockton, and Tazewell. 


Tuespay, March 13. 


Mr. Binenam, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to 
amend the act, entitled ‘An act laying duties on 
stamped vellum, parchment, and paper,” reported 
an amendment; which was read and disagreed to. 

And, after agreeing to an amendment, the bill 

was ordered to the third reading. 
¿A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House insist on their 
disagreement to sundry amendments of the Sen- 
te to the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
“the refugees from the British provinces of Canada 
-and Nova Scotia,” desire a conference on the sub- 
ect matter thereof, and have appointed managers 
t the same on their part. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
f the House of Representatives, asking a confer- 
ce on the amendments to the bill last mention- 
d; and, 

Resolved, That they do agree to the proposed 
onference, and that Messrs. Sepewicx and Tracy 
je managers, at the same, on the part of the 
Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
ives for concurrence, entitled “An act providing 
he means of intercourse between the United 
tates and foreign nations,” was read the third 
e 
On motion, by Mr. TAZEwELL, to expunge the 
third section of the bill, as follows: 
“And be it further enacted, That, for defraying the 
xpenses of intercourse between the United States and 
eign nations, during the year one thousand seven 
undred and ninety-eight, there be further appropria- 
téd, in addition to the aforesaid sum of forty thousand 
ollars, and out of any moneys in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
wenty-eight thousand six hundred and fifty dollars.” 
“It was determined in the negative—yeas 5, nays 
2, as follows: 
“Vuas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Jackson, Langdon, 
nd Tazewell. 
Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Chipman, Fos- 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Hunter, Lati- 
v, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Martin, 
ine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tattnall, and 
y» f : 
oit was Resolved, That this bill pass. 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the’ 
bill to authorize a grant of lands to Stephen Mo- 
not and others, inhabitants of Galliopolis, therein 
named. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading, 


Wepnespay, March 14. 


Mr. Greene, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represen- 
tatives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the 
relief of Sylvanus Crowell,” reported the bill 
without amendment, and it was ordered to the 
third reading. 

Ordered, That the memorials of Joseph Ball 
and others, holders of bills of credit emitted in 
pursuance of a resolution of Congress of the 18th 
of March, 1780, be referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
Greene, and Ross, to consider and report thereon 
to the Senate. : 

Mr. Goopnug, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act de-. 
claring the consent of Congress to an act of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts,” reported the 
bill without amendment. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Mr. MarsHauu laid before the Senate the me- 
morial of Margaret Lapsley, praying the renewal 
of lost certificates therein mentioned; and the pe- 
tition was read, and referred to Messrs MARSHALL,’ 
Tracy, and AnprRson, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. f í 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives: 
for concurrence, entitled “An act to amend the 
act, entitled ‘An act laying duties on ‘stamped 
vellum, parchment, and paper,” was read. the 
third time. f 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. 

The bili to authorize a grant of lands to Ste- 
phen Monot and others, inhabitants of Galliopolis, 
therein named, was read the third times’ i 

On the final passage of the bill, it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 9, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Chipman, Foster, Hunter, Jackson, Langdon, 
Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, Read, Sedg- 
wick, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Latimer, 
Lloyd, Paine, Ross, Stockton, and Tracy... : 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass, that 
it be engrossed, and that the title thereof be; “An 
act to authorize a grant of lands to Stephen Mo- 
not and others, inhabitants of Galliopolis, therein 
named.” 

The Senate then went into 


; the consideration 
of Executive business. re ’ 


Tuurspax, March 15, 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An‘act: declaring 
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the consent of Congress to an act of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts,” was read the third 
time. 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until Monday next. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Sylvanus Crowell,” was read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Thomas 
Clark, deceased,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment; and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed. 


FRIDAY, March 16. 


The Senate resumed thesecond reading of the bill, 
sent from the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence, entitled “ An act for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Thomas Clark, deceased ;” and, 
after debate, 

- Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 


Mownpay, March 19. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or ran UNITED Staves: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
“Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


The despatches from the Envoys Extraordinary of 
the United States to the French Republic, which were 
mentioned in my Message to both Houses of Congress, 
of the fifth instant, have been examined and maturely 
considered, 

‘While I feel a satisfaction in informing you that their 
exertions, for the adjustment of the differences between 
the two nations, have been sincere and unremitted, it 
is incumbent on me to declare, that I perceive no ground 
of expectation that the objects of their mission can be 
accomplished, on terms compatible with the safety, the 
honor, or the essential interests of the nation. 

This result cannot, with justice, be attributed to any 
want of moderation on the part of this Government, or 
to“any indisposition to forego secondary interests, for 
the preservation of peace. Knowing it to be my duty, 
and believing it to be your wish, as well as that of the 
‘great body of the people, to avoid, by all reasonable 
concessions, any participation in the contentions of 

Europe, the powers vested in our Envoys were com- 
mensurate. with a liberal. and pacific policy, and that 
high confidence which might justly be reposed in the 
abilities, patriotism, and integrity, of the characters to 
whom. the negotiation was committed. After a careful 
review of the whole-subject, with the aid of all the in- 
formation I have received, I can discern nothing which 


could have insured or contributed to success, that has |. 
. been omitted on my part, and nothing further which | 


can be attempted, consistently with. maxims, for which 

our country has contended at every hazard, and which 
" constitute the basis of our national sovereignty. 

<. Under these circumstances, I cannot forbear tore- 

iterate the recommendations which have. been formerly 


| made, and to exhort you to adopt, with promptitude, | 
| decision, and unanimity, such measures as the ample 
| resources of the country afford, for the protection of: 
; our seafaring and commercial citizens; for the defence 
| of any exposed portions of our territory ; for replenish... - 
| ing our arsenals, establishing foundries and military 
| manufactures; and to provide such efficient revenue, 
| as will he necessary to defray extraordinary expenses, 
| and supply the deficiencies which may be occasioned 
by depredations on our commerce. 
The present state of things is so essentially different 
| from that in which instructions were given to the col- 
| lectors to restrain vessels of the United States. from 
sailing in an armed condition, that the principle om 
which those orders were issued has ceased to exist. Ti 
therefore deem it proper to inform Congress, that I no. 
| longer conceive myself justifiable in continuing them,, 
unless in particular cases, where there may be reason- 
| able ground of suspicion that such vessels are intended. 
| to be employed contrary to law. 
| In all your proceedings, it will be important to mani- 
| fest a zeal, a vigor, and concert, in defence of the na-: 
tional rights, proportioned to the danger with which: 
they are threatened. 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrrep Srarzs, March 19, 1798. 


The Message was read, and referred to the 
committee appointed on. the 29th November last 
who have under. consideration that part of th 
Speech of the President of the United States, at: 
the commencement of the session, which relates: 
to the protection of commerce, to consider an 
report thereon to the Senate. : 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was. 
referred the petition of Jonathan Davenport, an 
invalid pensioner, made report, and the repor: 

was read. 
| Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 
Mr. MARSHALL, from the committee to whony; 
| was referred the petition of Margaret Lapsley 
| reported a state of facts, and that it be 

Resolved, That a bill be brought in for the re 
lief of the legal representative of Samuel Laps 
ley, deceased, 

Which report was adopted ; and, 

Ordered, That it be recommitted, with an in 
struction to the committee to bring in a bill ac 
cordingly. 

A message from the House of Representatives. 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for an additional appro- 
priation to provide and support a Naval Arma 
ment,” in which they desire the concurrence o 
the Senate. ; 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa 
| tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the 
| relief of the legal representatives of Thomas 
Clark, deceased,” was read the third time. ; 

On the final passage of this bill, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 14, as fol- 


| lows : a : 
| Yzuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Greene, Hun- 
eae Jackson, Langdon, ‘ Martin, Read, Tattnall, and 


. 


Tazewell. 
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Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, 
Goodhue, Hillhouse, Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, 
Paine, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill do not pass. 

Mr. Marsuatt, from the committee appointed 
for the purpose, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representative of Samuel Lapsley, de- 
ceased, which was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

Mr. Rean, from the committee appointed to 
revise the Judiciary system of the United States, 
reported a bill on that subject, which was read, 
and ordered to the second reading. 


Tuespay, March 20. 


Mr. Goopuus, from the committee appointed 
29th November last, on that part of the Speech 
_of the President of the United States which re- 
spects. the protection of commerce, and to whom 
was also referred the Message of the President of 
the United States of the 19th instant, reported so 
far as to bring in a bill to enable the President of 
the United States to purchase or lease one or 
more foundries; which bill was read, and ordered 
to the second reading. 

A motion was made, by Mr. Anerson, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to lay before the Senate the instructions 
. given to the American Commissioners at Paris; and, 
also, all communications which he hath received from 
them relative to the object of their mission. 


It was agreed, that this motion lie until to- 
morrow for consideration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act making an appropriation 
for completing the buildings requisite for the 
accommodation of the Government of the United 
States at the city of Washington,” in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for an 
additional appropriation to provide and support a 
Naval Armament,” was read the second time, and 
ordered to the third reading. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tative of Samuel Lapsley, deceased, was read 
the second time ; and, after debate, 

: Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed. 

» The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “ An act declaring the con- 
sent of Congress to an act of the Commonwealth 
- of. Massachusetts.” ` 

On the final passage of this bill, it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative—yeas. 15, nays 9, as 
follows: : . 
Yeas—Messrs.. Bingham, “Bloodworth, Chipman, 
Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hunter, 

aurance,..Lloyd, Martin, “Stockton, Tattnall; and | 
: Tracy. N z : a : 


Naxys—Messrs. Anderson, Jackson, Langdon, Liver- 
more, Marshall, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. 

Mr. Laurance notified the Senate that he 
should, to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a. bill 
supplementary to the act, entitled “An act to 
establish the Judicial Courts of the United 
States.” 


WeoneMay, March 21. 


Mr. Goovuue presented the petition of William 
Gray, junior, and others, merchants of Salem, in 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, stating, 
that they are subject to an unequal payment.of 
the duties on cerfain merchandise imported from 
India, arising from the construction of the reve- 
nue laws by the Collector for the district of Sa- 
lem and Beverly; and praying Congress to take 
their case into consideration; and the petition 
was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Secretary 
for the Department of Treasury, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. ete? 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed-a 
bill, entitled “ An act to continue in force the act, 
entitled ‘ An act prohibiting for a limited time the 
exportation of arms and ammunition, and for ene - 
couraging the importation thereof ;” in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate, pacu 

The bill to enable the President of the United 
States to purchase or lease one or more foundries, 
was read the second time, and ordered to the third 
reading. : 

The Vicz Presipenr laid before the Senate. a 
letter from the Secretary for the Department of , 
Treasury, with the abstract required by the fourth 
section of the act, entitled “ An act relative to the, 
compensations of certain officers employed in the: 
collection of the duties of impost and tonnage,”. 
passed February 14, 1795. % : 

The letter was read, and ordered:to. lie on file. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act making an ap- 
propriation for completing the buildings requisite 
for the accommodation of the Government of the 
United States, at the city of Washington,” was 
read the second time, and. referred’ to ‘Messrs. 
Luoyp, Tazewe.i, Sevewick, Srocrron, and. 
Goopuus, to consider and report thereon to’ the 
Senate. ha 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act for an ad- 
ditional appropriation to provide and supporta 
Naval Armament,” was read the third time and. 
passed. i F 5 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the: 
bill, sent from the House of . Representatives. for 
concurrence, entitled “An act to continue in force 
for a limited time an. act, entitled “An act de- 
elaring the consent of- Congress to an act of the 


‘State of Maryland, passed the-twenty-eighth of 


December, one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
ty-three, for the appointment of a health officer,” 


| and having agreed to an amendment, 
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Ordered, That the bill pass to the third read- 


ing as amended. 


The bill last brought from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence was read, and order- 


ed to the second reading. 


Conformable to notice given yesterday, Mr. 
Laurance obtained leave to bring in a bill sup- 
lementary to the act, entitled “ An act to estab- 
fish the Judicial Courts of the United States ;” 
which was read, and orggred to the second 


reading. 


The Vice Presipenr laid before the Senate a 
letter from Samuel Meredith, Treasurer of the 
United States, with his account of receipts and 
expenditures in the Treasury Department, for the 
quarter ending the 30th of December last; which 


were read. 
Ordered, That they lie on the table. 


Tuurspay, March 22. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to con- 
tinue in force the act, entitled ‘An act prohibit- 
ing fora limited time the exportation of arms 
and ammunition, and for encouraging the im- 
portation thereof,” was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Sepewicx, Paine, and TAZE- 
WELL, to consider and report thereon to the Se- 


nate, 


The bill supplementary to the act, entitled “An 
act to establish the Judicial Courts of the United 
States was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Laurance, Stockton, and Ross, to con- 


sider and report thereon to the Senate. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to con- 


tinue in force for a limited time an act, entitled 


‘An act declaring the consent of Congress to 
an act of the State of Maryland, passed the 


twenty-eighth of December, one thousand seven 


hundred and ninety-three, for the appointment of 


a health officer,” was read the third time ; and the 
title thereof having been amended, 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the 


bill for the relief of the legal representative of 


Samuel Lapsley, deceased ; and, having agreed to 
an amendment, it was ordered to the third reading. 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act to alter the time for mak- 
ing entry of stills, and for other purposes ;” a bill, 
entitled “An act to revive and continue in force 
the act respecting the compensation of clerks, and 
for other purposes ;” a bill, entitled “An act to 
continue in force for a limited time a part of an act, 
entitled ‘Anact making further provision for secur- 
ing and collecting the dutiesonforeign and domes- 
tic distilled spirits, stills, wines, and teas;” and a 
bill,-entitled “ An act to continue in force the fifth 
section of an act, entitled ‘An act in addition to 
theact, entitled ‘ An act to establish the Post Office 
and post-roads within the United States ;” in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
‘The bills. were read, and ordered that they se- 
verally pass to the second reading. 


| was read the second time, and referred to Messrs 


tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to alte 
the time of making entry of stills, and for othe 
purposes,” was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee last named, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 


informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 


The bill to enable the President of the United 
States to purchase or lease one or more foundries 
was read the third time; and, being amended, on 
the final passage of this bill, it was determined in 
the affirmative—yeas 24, nays 3, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Brown, Chip- 
man, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, 
Hobart, Hunter, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd; 
Marshall, Martin, Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, Stock- 
ton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Jackson, and Tazewell, 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed; and that the title thereof be “An 
act to enable the President of the United States 
to purchase or take on lease one or more foun- 
dries.” 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the petition 
of Jonathan Davenport, an invalid, “that the 
prayer of the petitioner is not reasonable ;” and 
the report was agreed to. : 

Ordered, That the petitioner have leave to 
withdraw his petition. 


Fripay, March 23. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled * An act to revive: 
and continue in force the act respecting the com- 
pensation of clerks, and for other purposes,” was: 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Broopworrs, Binevam, and Tracy, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Sepewick, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An aet to: 
continue in force the act, entitled ‘An act pro-: 
hibiting for a limited time the exportation of arms: 
and ammunition. and for encouraging the im 
portation thereof,” reported an amendment; which 
was adopted, and the bill was ordered to the third 
reading, as amended. : 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to con- 
tinue in force the fifth section of an act, entitled 
‘ An act in addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to 
establish the Post Office and post roads within the: 
United States,” was read the second time, and or 
dered to the third reading. f 

The bill, sent from the House of Represent 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to con 
tinue in force for a limited time a part of an ae 
entitled ‘An act making further provision forsecu 
ing and collecting the duties on foreign and: 
domestic distilled spirits, stills, wines, and teas,”: 


Paine, Marsuauu, and Ross, to consider and rë 
port thereon to the Senate. 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa 


A message from the House of Representative: 
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entitled “ An act making an appropriation for the 
payment of a balance found due to the legal repre- 
sentatives of William Carmichael, deceased,” in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was read and ordered to the second 
reading. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tive of Samuel Lapsley, deceased, was read the 
third time and passed. 

Mr. Goopuug, from the committee appointed 
on the 29th of November last, on that part of the 
Speech of the President of the United States 
which respects the protection of commerce; and 
to whom was also referred the Message of the 
President of the United States of the 19th instant, 
reported, so far as to bring in a bill to provide an 
additional armament for the further protection of 
the trade of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which bill was read, and ordered to the 
second reading. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the petition of Joseph Nourse, Regis- 
ter of the Treasury, made report, which was read, 
amended, and adopted, as follows: 


That the petitioner asks an increase of compensation 
and an allowance for expenses he has been obliged to 
incur, in the years 1793 and 1797, by removing out of 
Philadelphia when it was visited with the epidemic 
fever. 

The committee find Mr. Nourse has served the United 
States many years, with faithfulness and ability, and, on 
the score of merit, claims every attention from Govern- 
ment which justice and policy can dictate. A 

They further find, that, on the 1 ith September, 1789, 


i the officers in the Treasury Department were by law 
_ placed on the following establishment, viz : 


Secretary of the Treasu: - $3,500 per ann. 


Comptroller - - - 2,000 do. 
Treasurer - -~ - - 2,000 do. 
Auditor - - - - 1,500 do. 
Register - - - - 1,250 do. 


On the 8th of May, 1792, an additional compensation 
was made to. certain of those officers, as follows, viz: 


Comptroller - - - $400 per ann. 
Auditor - - - - 400 do. 
Treasurer - - - - 400 do. 
Register - - - - 500 do. 
And, on the 2d of March, 1793, the following addi- 
tions, viz: 
Comptroller - - = $250 per ann. 
Auditor - - - - 500 do. 
Register - - - 250 do. 


Which establishes the salaries now received by the 
officers in the Treasury Department, as follows, viz - 


Secretary of the Treasury ~- $3,500 per ann. 


Comptroller - - - 2,650 do. 
Auditor - - - - 2,400 do. 
Treasurer - = 2 - 2,400 do. 
Register - - - - 2,000 do. 


The committee are of opinion that the salaries of these 
and many other officers of the United States. are small, 
when considered in reference to their services and neces- 
sary expenditures’; but, as their commission wil] not aŭ- 


| thorize them to report on the subject of salaries generally, 
, they are of opinion Mr: Nourse’s compensation, when 


compared with that of other officers in the Treasury De- 
partment, is as high as relative justice will permit ; espe- 
cially when compared with the salary of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, which has not been increased since its 
first establishment in 1789. 

The committee further find, that additional duties have 
been imposed on this petitioner, and likewise on all the 
other officers in the Treasury Department; but they are 
not convinced that the additional duties imposed on the 
Register, when compared with those imposed on other 
officers, are such as in equity to entitle the petitioner to 
a separate increase of compensation. They are, there- 
fore, of opinion that the first request in the petition, to 
wit, that for an increase of salary, ought not to be granted. 

On the second request, to wit, that for his expenses in 
removing from Philadelphia to avoid the epidemic fever, 
the committee find Mr. Nourse was obliged to incur con- 
siderable expense in removing his family from this city 
in 1793 and 1797, to avoid the fever, which at those 
periods was prevalent, and that he attended to the duties 
of his office under disadvantages and extra expense. 
This part of the petitioner’s request the committee are 
of opinion is reasonable, and therefore present for the 
consideration of the Senate the following resolution, to 
wit : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to bring in 
a bill, allowing Joseph Nourse, Register of the Treasury, 
the sum of dollars, out of any unappropriated money 
in the Treasury, to indemnify him for the extra expense 
he incurred in removing his family from Philadelphia in 
the years 1793 and 1797, to avoid the epidemic fever, 
and the extra expense incurred by him in attending to 
the business of his office during the same period. 


Ordered, That the report be recommitted, with 
instructions to the committee to bring in a bill 
accordingly. 


Monpay, March 26. 


The Vice Presipen’r laid before the Senate a 
letter, with a return from Charles Burrall, Assist- 
ant Postmaster General, conformable to “ An act 
in addition to the act, entitled ‘ An act to establish 
the Post Office and post roads within the United. 
States ;” which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

Mr. Paine, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to 
continue in force, for a limited time, a part of an 
act, entitled ‘An act making further provision for 
securing and collecting the duties on foreign and 
domestic distilled spirits, stills, wines, and teas,” 
reported the bill without amendment. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act making 
an appropriation for the payment of a balance 
found due to the legal representatives of William 
Carmichael, deceased,” was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Tracy, Lanepon, and 
Bioopworrs, to consider and report thereon to 
the Senate. 

The bill to provide an additional armament for: 
the farther protection of the trade of the United 
States, and for other purposes, was read the second 
time. 
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Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 


be postponed until to morrow. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to conti- 
nue in force the fifth section of an act, entitled 
* An act in addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to 
establish the Post Office and post roads within 
the United States,” was read the third time and 
passed. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act to continue in 
force the act entitled ‘An act prohibiting, for a 
limited time, the exportation of arms and ammu- 
nition, and for encouraging the importation there- 
of,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The bill to alter and amend the act entitled 
“An act to establish the Judicial Courts of the 
United States,” was read the second time; and, 
after debate, 


Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 


be postponed until to-morrow. 
A motion was made, by Mr. MARSHALL, that 
the Senate enter into the following resolutions: 


“ Resolved, That it is expedient to lay an embargo» 
for a limited time, on all ships and vessels owned 
wholly or in part by citizens of the United States, other 
than ships or vessels employed solely in the fisheries 
or coasting trade; and that these be regulated in their 
respective voyages consistent with their safety and a 
state of neutrality. 

“ Resolved, That it is expedient to complete the for- 
tifications of the ports and harbors of the United States, 
and effectually to garrison the same. 

“ Resolved, That it is expedient to raise a provisional 
army, to be employed, when necessary, for internal se- 
curity and defence. 

“ Resolved, That it is expedient to provide for sup- 
plying any deficiency existing or arising in the arms 
and military stores of the United States; and 

“Resolved, That the foregoing resolutions be re- 
ferred to the committee to whom was referred the Pre- 
sident’s Message of the 19th instant, as instructions to 
the said committee to prepare and report bills corres- 
ponding with the said resolutions, and in the same 
order in which they stand.” 


The resolutions were read, and ordered to lie 
for consideration. 


Tvuespay, March 27. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
made yesterday, by Mr. MARSHALL, that sundry 
resolutions be adopted, relative to an embargo 
and other subjects therein mentioned; and 

On the question to agree to the first resolu- 
tion, viz: 

“ Resolved, That. it is expedient to lay an embargo, 
for a limited time, on all ships and vessels owned 
wholly or in part by. citizens of the United States, other 
than ships and vessels employed solely in the fisheries 
or coasting trade; and that these be regulated. in 
their .respective voyages consistent with their safety 
and a state of neutrality :” . 

It passed in. the negative—yeas 5, nays 22, as 
follows: 


Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, J ackson, Mar- 
shall, and Tazewell. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Clay. 
ton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Hun- 
ter, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, Martin, 
Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tattnall, and 
Tracy. 

The other resolutions contained in the motion 
were postponed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, sent from the Senate for concurrence, en- 
titled “ An act for an amicable settlement of limits 
with the State of Georgia, and authorizing the 
establishment of a government in the Mississippi 
territory,” with amendments; in which they de- 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. 


Wepnespay, March 28. 


Mr. Laurance, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill supplementary to an act en- 
titled * An act to establish the Judicial Courts of 
the United States,” reported an amendment ; 
which was read and ordered to lie for conside- - 
ration. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the“ 
bill to provide an additional armament for the’ ; 
further protection of the trade of the United: 
States, and for other purposes; and, after progress,” 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
‘be postponed. F 

Mr. Sepewicx reported from the managers at 
the conference on the bill entitled “ An act for thé’. 
relief of the refugees from the British provinces 
of Canada and Nova Scotia;” and the re 


buildings requisite for the accommodation of the 
Government of the United States, at the city of 
Washington,” reported the bill without amen 
ment. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 


Tuurspay, March 29. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the report 
the managers appointed to confer on the amen 
ments to the bill entitled “ An act for the relief of 
the refugees from the British provinces of Canad 
and Nova Scotia;” which report was adopted. 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Senate do adhere to thei 
ie tenth, and eleventh amendments to the sai 
bill. ; 
Resolved, That they do recede from thei 
twelfth amendment, so far as respects strikingout 
the words agreed by the report to be struck out, 
and insist on so much of their twelfth amend 
ment as contains the first proviso to the eig! 
section, to wit: “Provided, That, in considerin 
what compensation ought to be made by virtue 
this act, all grants which may have been madeb 
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considered either in whole or in part, as the case 
may be, a satisfaction to those who may have 
received the same.” 

Mr. Bioopworty, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of 
Representatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
to revive and continue in force the act respecting 
the compensation of clerks, and for other purpo- 
ses,” reported amendments, which were read. 

Ordered, That the report lie for consideration. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
entitled “An act for an amicable settlement of li- 
mits with the State of Georgia, and authorizing 
the establishment of a government in the Missis- 
sippi territory ;” and, 

Resolved, That they concur in the amendments. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to provide an additional armament for the fur- 
ther. protection of the trade of the United States, 
and for other purposes; and, after progress, the 
Senate adjourned. 


Fripay, March 30. 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill tc provide an additional armament for the fur- 
ther protection of the trade of the United States, 


On motion, by Mr. Tazewext, to amend the 
sixth section, which now stands— 


“And beit further enacted, That all commissioned 
armed vessels of the United States, sailing as convoys, 
shall be governed in their conduct towards foreign 
armed ships, by the provisions and stipulations of trea- 
ties respectively subsisting with such foreign nations, 
and where none such exist, by the principles of the 
general law of nations :” 


By adding these words, “as applicable toa state 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 10, 
nays 16, as follows: 


Yuas-——Messrs, Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Hun- 
ter, Jackson, Langdon, Marshall, Martin, Tattnall, and 
Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hiilhouse, Hobart, Latimer, Lau- 
rance, Livermore, Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, and 
Tracy. 

And the bill: having been amended, it was or- 
dered toa third reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled.“ An act to. con- 
tinue in force, for-a limited time, a part of an act 
entitled ‘An act making further provision for se- 


curing and collecting the duties on foreign and. 
: domestic distilled spirits, stills, wines, and teas,” 
| was read a third time. 


Resolved, That this bill pass. 


A message from the House of Representatives: 


informed the Senate that. the House recede from 
their disagreement to the ninth, tenth, and eleventh 


amendments, adhered to by the Senate, to-the bill | 
entitled “An-act for the relief of the refugees from’ 


made respectively, either in whole or in part, as 
the case may be, a satisfaction to those who may 
have received the same.” 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives, receding 
from their disagreement to sundry amendments to 
the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of the refu- 
gees from the British provinces of Canada and 
Nova Scotia.” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Senate recede from their 
twelfth amendment to the said bill, so far as to 
agree to the first proviso in the ninth section, 
amended agreeably to the report of the conferees 
thereon. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence, entitled “An act to revive and continue in 
force the act respecting the compensation of 
clerks, and for other ee ha and the report be- 
ing agreed to, and the bill amended accordingly, 


Ordered, That it pass to a third reading as 
amended, 


Monpay, April 2. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee to whom was referred the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence, entitled “An act making an appropriation 
for completing the buildings requisite for the ac- 
commodation of the Government of the United 
States at the city of Washington.” 

Ordered, That the consideration thereof be 
postponed until Wednesday next. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the bill, 
supplementary to the act entitled “An act to es- 
tablish the Judicial Courts of the United States;” 
and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 

The bill to provide an additional armament for 
the further protection of the trade of the United 
States, and for other purposes, was taken into con- 
sideration. 

Ordered, That the third reading of this bill be 
postponed. 

The- bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrenee, entitled “ An act to revive 
and continue in force the act respecting the com- 
pensation of clerks, and for other purposes,” was 
read a third time. A tee 
. Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

~~ On motion, by Mr. BINGHAM, ee, 
~ «That a committee be appointed to take: into consid« 
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eration the propriety of instituting a separate Executive 
department, for the purpose of superintending and re- 
gulating the various objects connected with phe Naval 
Establishment of the United States Bas 


It was agreed that this motion lie for consid- 
eration. 


Turspay, April 3. 


The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made on the 20th March, that the President of the 
United States be requested to lay before the Sen- 
ate the instructions given to the American Com- 
missioners at Paris; and, after debate, it was 
agreed that the further consideration thereof be 
postponed. 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday, that a committee be appointed 
relative to the propriety of instituting a separate 
Executive department, in respect to the Naval 
Establishment; and the motion being amended, 
was adopted, and, Z 

Ordered, That Messrs. Bincuam, TAZewELL, 
and Goonuur, be a committee to take into con- 
sideration the propriety of instituting an Execu- 
tive department, for the purpose of superintending 
and regulating the various objects connected witb 
the Naval Establishment of the United States. 

‘The bill to provide an additional armament for 
the further protection of the trade of the United 
States, and for other purposes, was read the third 
time. 

On motion, by Mr. Brnauam, to amend the bill, 
by inserting at the end thereof a new section, as 
follows: 


“And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized, if he 
should deem it necessary, to cause to be built, for the 
protection of the United States, a number of vessels, 
not exceeding ten, to be fitted, manned, armed, and 
equipped as galleys; the officers and men in the service 
of which vessels to be on the same pay, receive the 
same subsistence and emoluments, and be appointed in 
the same manner, as is hereinbefore provided for ; which 
vessels shall be stationed in such places, and be employ- 
edin such manner as the President of the United States 
may direct.” l 


“Ordered, That it lie for consideration ; and, on 
motion, it was agreed that the further considera- 
tion of the bill be postponed. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE Unrrep Sates: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

In.compliance with the request of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, expressed in their resolution of the second 
of this month, I transmit to both Houses those instruc- 
tions to, and despatches from, the Envoys Extraordina 
ty of the United States. to the French Republic, which 
were mentioned in my Message of the nineteenth of 
March last, omitting only some. names, and a few ex- 
pressions descriptive of the persons; j 

T request that they may be considered in confidence, 


their.contents, and shall have had opportunity to delib- 


sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 


ings requisite for the accommodation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States at the city of 
Washington ;” and, after debate, 


States, of the 3d instant, 
therein referred to, 
Senate ;” 


tives for concurrence, entitled * An act authori 


able advances toward a reconciliation with that Repub: 
lic; declaring, also, 
the Senate to repel every attempt of foreign Powers -to. 
impair the independence of this country :” 


sideration. 
until the members of Congress ‘are fully possessed of f| 


erate on the consequences of their publication ; after 
which time I submit them to your wisdom. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unirep Srares, April 3, 1798. oo 
The galleries being cleared, the Message and 
documents were read. : 


Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 


Wepnespay, April 4. 
A message from the House of Representatives’ 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act authorizing an expendi-. 
ture, and making an appropriation for the reim- 
bursement of moneys advanced by the Consuls of. 
the United States, in certain cases,” in which they: 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
The Senate took into consideration the second 
reading of the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 


making an appropriation for completing the build. 


Ordered, That the further consideration there- 


of be postponed. 


A motion was made by Mr. GOODHUE, 


“ That the Message of the President of the United 
together with the papers 
be printed for the use of the 


And, after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Tuurspay, April 5. 
The bill, sent from the House of Represent 


the unanimous determination ôf- 


And, it was agreed that the motion lie for con 


On motion, by Mr. GOODHUE, 
Ordered, That five hundred copies of the Mes- 
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sage of the President of the United States, of the 
3d instant, together with despatches from the En- 
yoys tothe French Republic, accompanying the 
same, be published for the use of the Senate. 

On motion, by Mr. Loy», that the instructions 
to the Envoys Extraordinary to the French Re- 
public, be also printed; it was agreed that this 
motion be postponed. 


Saturpay, April 7. 


No business of importance was transacted in 
the Senate to-day. 


Mownpay, April 9. 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “An act making an appro- 
priation for completing the buildings requisite for 
the accommodation of the Government of the 
United States at the city of Washington ;” which, 
having amended, 

On the question to agree to the third reading of 
the bill as amended, it was determined in the 
affirmative—yeas 18, nays 9, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Chipman, Fos- 
ter, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Hunter, Jackson, 
Langdon, Lloyd, Marshall, Martin, Paine, Read, Tatt- 
nall, Tazewell, and Tracy. 


Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Clayton, Goodhue, Ho- 
bart, Laurance, Livermore, Ross, Sedgwick, and 
Stockton. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to authorize certain offi- 
cers and other persons to administer oaths;” also, 
a bill, entitled “An act declaring the consent of 
Congress to two acts of the State of North Caro- 
lina, therein mentioned ;” in which they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. They. desire a 
conference on the proceedings of the Senate of 
the Ist March last, relative to the impeachment 
of Witiiam BLOUNT, and have appointed mana- 
gers at the same on their part. 

The bills last mentioned were read, and ordered 
that they severally pass to the second reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, desiring a 
conference on the proceedings of the Senate of ist 
March last, respecting the impeachment of WiL- 
1wiam Bront. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That they do agree to the proposed 
conference, and that Messrs. Ross and LIVERMORE 
be managers at the same on the part of the 
Senate. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill to provide an additional armament for the 
further protection of the trade of the United 
States, and for other. purposes; and Mr. Bina- 
nam having withdrawn his motion, made the 3d 
instant, to amend the bill, by adding a new sec- 
tion to the end thereof—on the question to agree 
to the final passage of the bill, it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 7, as follows: 


Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Howard, Hunter, 
Laurance, Lloyd, Martin, Paine, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, 
Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Bron, Jack- 
son, Langdon, Livermore, and Tazewell, 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that 
it be engrossed; and that the title thereof be “An 
act to provide an additional armament for the fur- 
ther protection of the trade of the United States, 
and for other purposes.” 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee appointed for 
the purpose, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Nourse; which was read, and ordered to the se- 
cond reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act authoriz- 
ing an expenditure, and making an appropriation 
for the reimbursement of moneys advanced by the 
Consuls of the United States, in certain cases,” 
was read the second time. : 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Brneuam presented the petition of John 
Vaughan, merchant, praying allowance for loss 
sustained by the deposit of certain quantities of 
bullion in the Mint of the United States, in con- 
sequence of intervening regulations; which peti- 
tion was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The galleries being cleared, a motion was made 


“by Mr. Lioyn: 


«That the instructions to the Envoys Extraordinary 
to the French Republic, referred to in the Message of 
the President of the United States of the 3d instant, be 
printed for the use of the Senate.” 


Whereupon, Mr. Hunrer moved the previous 
question, to wit: Shall the main question be now 
put? And it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 15, nays 11, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bloodworth, Chipman, Clayton, Good- 
hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Jackson, Langdon, 
Laurance, Lloyd, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Brown, How- 
ard, Hunter, Livermore, Martin, Paine, Read, Tattnall, 
and Tazewell. 

And, on the main question, it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 10, as follows: 

Veas—Mesers. Anderson, Bloodworth, Chipman, 
Clayton, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Hobart, Jackson, 
Langdon, Laurance, Lloyd, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, 
and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Howard, Hunter, 
Livermore, Martin, Paine, Read, Tattnall, and. Taze- 
well. 

So it was Resolved, That five hundred copies © 
of the instructions to the Envoys Extraordinary 
to the French Republic, referred to in the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States of the 
3d instant, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


Touespay, April 10. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An-act declaring 
the consent of Congress to two-acts of the State. 
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of- North Carolina therein mentioned,” was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. MARTIN, 
Binenam, and Tazewect, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

“Phe @ill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled“ An act to author- 
ize.certain officers and other persons to administer 
oaths,” was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs, Sepawicx, Anpgrson, and Reap, to con- 
sider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Nourse was 
read the second time, and the blank filled up. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act making an 
appropriation for completing the buildings requi- 
site for the accommodation of the Government of 
the United States at the. city of Washington,” was 
read the third time, and, after debate, 

Ordered, That it be recommitted to Messrs. 
Lioyp, Ross, and MARSHALL, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

‘The bill,’sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act authoriz- 
ing an expenditure, and making an appropriation 
forthe reimbursement of moneys advanced by the 
Consuls of the United States, in certain cases,” 
was read the third time and passed. 


Wepnespay, April 11. 


The bill for the relief of Joseph Nourse was 
tead the third time and passed. 
= Mr- Lion, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
` presentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act 
making an.appropriation for completing the build- 
ings requisite for the accommodation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States at the city of Wash- 
ington,” reported the bill farther amended ; which 
was. read. 
‘Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 
“` Mr. Binauam, from the committee to whom 
~was referred. the expediency of constituting the 
Executive Department for superintending and 
regulating the various objects connected with the 
Naval Establishment, obtained leave to report by 
bill; which bill was read, and ordered to the se- 
‘coud reading. : 


Tuurspay, April 12. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred 
the bill; sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entited “ An act. making an ap- 
propriation for completing the buildings requis- 
ite for the aécommodation of the Government of 

‘the United States at the city of Washington ;” 
which report, having been amended, was adopted, 
and the. bill was amended accordingly. 

On the question to agree to. the final passage of 
the bill as amended, it was determined in the 
affirmative--yeas 17, nays 6; as. follows: 

. ¥uas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Chip- 
man, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Jackson, Langdon, 


|lates to the entry and clearance of vessels, whi 


Livermore, Lloyd, Martin, Paine, Read, Tattnall, T'aze~ 
well, and Tracy. 

Naxs—-Messrs. Bingham, Clayton, Goodhue, Lau- 
rance, Sedgwick, and Stockton. 


Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The bill to establish an Executive department, > 
to be denominated the Department of the Navy, 
was read the second time. 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed. ea 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled * An act supplementary to the act 
providing for the further defence of the ports and 
harbors of the United States ;” and a bill, entitled 
“ An act for the relief of sick and disabled sea- 
men ;” in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The bill first mentioned was read, and it was, 
by unanimous consent, read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committe 
appointed the 29th of November last, on that par 
of the Speech of the President of the United 
States, which respects measures for the security. 
and protection of the commerce of the United. 
States, to consider and report thereon to th 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned in the Message wi 
read, and ordered to the second reading. 


Fripay, April 13. 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa+ 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act fort 
relief of sick and disabled seamen,” was read th 
second time, and referred to Messrs. Goopnud. 
Lanevon, and Reap, to consider and report there 
on to the Senate. i 
The Senate resumed the second reading of thè 
bill to to establish an Executive department, t 
be denominated the Department of the Navy 
and, having agreed to sundry amendments, 
Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 
Mr. Martin, from the committee to whom wä 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act de 
claring the consent of Congress to two acts 6 
the State of North Carolina therein mentioned, 
reported an amendment; which was read. ` 
Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 
Mr. Goopuug, from the committee appointé 
the 29th of November last, on that part of th 
Speech of the President of the United Sta’ 
which respects measures for the security and pr 
tection of the commerce of the United States, 
ported, in part, a bill authorizing the President tf 
the United States to raise a provisional army 3 
which was read, and ordered to the second read 
ing. i 
Mr. GREENE laid before the Senate a men 
al of the merchants and others, of the town 
Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, pray 
an extension of the Providence district, as 


was read. : 
ed, That it be referred to the Secretar 
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for the Department of the Treasury, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. 


Monpay, April 16. 


The Vice PRESIDENT communicated a letter 
from Joun SLoss HOBART, resigning his seat in 
the Senate, in consequence of his appointment to 
be Judge of the New York district; which letter 
was read. 

Ordered, That the Vice Prestpent be request- 
ed-to notify the Executive of the State of New 
York that Jonn Sioss Hosarr hath accepted 
the appointment of Judge of the New York dis- 
trict, and that his seat in the Senate is of course 
vacated. 

Mr. Ross, from the managers appointed to con- 
fer with those appointed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, on the proceedings of the Senate of 
the Ist of March last, respecting the impeachment 
of William Blount, made report; which was read; 
whereupon, 

Resolved, That it is not, at this time, expedient 
to alter the return day of the summons directed 
to be issued to William Blount, so as to make it 
returnable in the present session of Congress as 
requested by the managers of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, there being no certainty that it will 
continue long enough to afford reasonable time 
for a proper service and return of this process. 

Mr. Stockton presented the address of the in- 
habitants of the town of Newark, in the State of 
New Jersey, stating their apprehension of great 
evils that may result from the arming of private 
merchant ships; and, also, from the establishment 
of a public naval force ; and the address was read. 

The bill to establish an Executive department, 
“to be denominated the Department of the Navy, 
was read the third time. 

A motion, by Mr. MarsnaLL, to amend the bill, 
by adding the following section: 

“And be it enacted, That this act shall continue in 
force for one year, and from thence to the end of the 
next session of Congress thereafter ;” 

And, on motion by Mr. Parne, it was agreed to 
amend the motion, as follows: 

«And be it enactéd, That this act shall continue in 

force for four years, and from thence to the end of the 
next session of Congress thereafter.” 
And, on the question to agree to the motion, as 
amended, it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 10, nays 15, as follows: 
R Veas-——Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Hunter, Lang- 
` don, Marshall, Martin, Mason, Paine, Tattnall, and 
Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Laurance, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 


And, on the final-passage of the bill, it was de- 
termined in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 6, as 
follows: 3 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, 
hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Hunter, Laurance, 
Livermore, Lloyd, Martth, Paihe, Réad, Ross, Sedg- 
wick, Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. . 


Foster, Good- | 


WNays—Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Langdon, Mar- 


shall, Mason, and Tazewell. 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 


be engrossed; and that the title thereof be “An 
act to establish an Executive department, to be 
denominated the Department of the Navy.” 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 


ment reported by the committee to whom was re- 
ferred the bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for coneurrence, entitled “An act declaring 
the consent of Congress to two acts of the State 
of North Carolina, therein mentioned; and, having 
amended the report, 


On the question to adopt it, as amended, it was 


determined in the negative. 


On the question to agree to the third reading of 


the bill, it passed in the negative. 


Touespay, April 17. 
The bill authorizing the President of the United 


States to raise a provisional army was read the 
second time. 


Ordered, That it be reeommitted to the com- 


mittee who brought in the bill. 


A motion was made, by Mr. Brown, as follows: 
“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 


quire whether any, and what, amendments are neces- 
sary to an act entitled ‘An act providing for the sale 
of the lands of the United States in the territory north- 
west of the river Ohio, and above the mouth of Ken- 
tucky river,’ and to report by bill or otherwise g 


Which was read and adopted; and, 

Ordered, That Messrs. Brown, Ross, and 
SrocKTON, be the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Ross, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 


be requested to report to the Senate what pro- 


gress has been made by the Surveyor General in 
laying off, and preparing for sale, the lands di- 
rected to be surveyed and sold by an act of Con- 
gress, passed the 18th of May, 1796, entitled “An 
act providing for the sale of lands of the United 
States in the territory northwest of the Ohio, and 
above the mouth of Kentucky river:” And also 
whether any, and what, progress has been made 
by the Surveyor General in surveying the lands 
allotted for the satisfaction of military bounties, 
by the act of Congress, passed the first of June, 
1796, and entitled “An act regulating the grants 
of lands appropriated for military services, and 
for the Society of United Brethren for propagating 
the Gospel among the Heathen.” 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 


‘a bill entitled “An act to provide an additional 


regiment of artillerists and engineers,” in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 


Wepwespay, April 18. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act.to provide an 


additional regiment of artillerists and engineers,” 
‘was read the second time. : nce 
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Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed on the 29th of November last, on that 
part of the Speech of the President of the United 
States, which respects measures for the security 
and protection of the commerce of the United 
States, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 

Mr. Reap laid before the Senate the memorial 
of Laurance Manning, stating that a certain John 
Herd, without power or authority from him, drew 
a military commutation certificate from Mr. 
Howell’s office, the property of the memorialist; 
and praying relief. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill entitled “ An act to enable the President of 
the United States to procure cannon, arms, and 
ammunition, and for other purposes;” and a bill 
entitled “An act for erecting light-houses, and 
placing buoys and stakes, at the places therein 
mentioned,” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The bills were read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

‘The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to alter and amend the act entitled “An act 
to establish the Judicial Courts of the United 
States;” and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. Gonave, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill authorizing the President of 
the United States to raise a provisional army, re- 
ported amendments; which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act mak- 
ing an appropriation for the payment of a balance 
found due to the legal representatives of William 
Carmichael, deceased,” reported the bill without 
amendment. 

“Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 


Tuurspay, April 19. 


- The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to enable 
the President of the United States to procure can- 
non; atms, and ammunition, and for other purpo- 
ses,” was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed the 29th November last, on that part of 
the Speech of the President of the United States 
which respects measures for the security and pro- 
tection of the commerce of the United States, to 
consider and report.thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from. the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for erect~ 
ing light-houses, and, placing buoys and stakes, at 
the places therein mentioned?” was read the sec- 
ond time. ; 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. GREENE, 


Livermore, and.Goopuus, to consider and report: 


thereon to the Senate. 


_alter the time of making entry of stills, and for 


the expediency of altering the terms for holding: 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Maine; also, of making 
‘Courts have been counsel, or shall be interested in 


any case depending before them ; also, of authori 
‘ing appeals from judgments: rendered inthe said: 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to whom was 
referred the bill authorizing the President of the 
United States to raise a provisional army ; and 
on the question to agree to the third reading of 
the bili, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 16, nays 7, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Foster, Good. 
hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Marshall, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, 
and Tracy. i 

Nays—Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Langdon, Mar- 
tin, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act making 
an appropriation for the payment of a balance 
found due to the legal representatives of William: 
Carmichael, deceased,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 


Fripay, April 20. 


Mr. Greene, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill,sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act for 
erecting light-houses, and placing buoys and 
stakes, at the places therein mentioned,” reported. 
the bill without amendment. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. ` 

Mr- Sepaewick, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to ; 
authorize certain officers and other persons to ad 
minister oaths,” reported the bill with an amend- 
ment; and the report was adopted, and the bill 
was amended accordingly. : 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- - 
ing as amended. : 

The bill authorizing the President of the Uni 
ted States to raise a provisional army, was read 
the third time. i. 

On motion, by Mr. Mars#att, that the bill be: 
recommitted generally ; it was agreed that thë 
final question on the passage of this bill be post 
poned until Monday next. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom. 
was referred the bill sent from the House of Rep 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to 
provide an additional regiment of artillerists and 
engineers,” reported the bill without amendment 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to 


other purposes,” reported amendments; which 
were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 
Ordered, That Messrs. MARSHALL, Supewick; 
and Livermore, be a committee to Inquire in 
the Courts of the United States in the districts 0 


provision in cases where the Judges of the said» 
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Courts, holden for the districts aforesaid; and, also, 
of making alterations necessary to the administra- 
tion of justice, in the said District Courts, in rela- 
tion to the State laws or Courts ; and to report by 
bill or otherwise. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred the 
bill supplementary to the act, entitled “An act 
to establish the Judicial Courts of the United 
States.” 

Resolved, That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until the next session of Con- 
gress. 


Monpay, April 23. 

Mr. Stockton presented the address of a large 
and respectable meeting of citizens, inhabitants of 
the townships of Windsor and Montgomery, and 
the towns of Princeton and Kingston, in the State 
of New Jersey, signed Enos Kelsey, chairman, 
expressing their unshaken and entire confidence 
in the wisdom and integrity of the Executive of 
the United States, and pledging their lives and 
fortunes, and sacred honor, in support of the Con- 
stitution, and such measures of defence as the 
Government may find expedient to adopt, in this 
critical and threatening aspect of public affairs; 
and the address was read. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill sent from the Senate for concurrence, en- 
titled “ An act to provide an additional armament 
for the further protection of the trade of the Uni- 
ted States, and for other purposes,” with amend- 
ments, in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to provide 
an additional regiment of artillerists and engi- 
neers,” was read the third time. 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, to amend the bill, by 
limiting the establishment to three instead of five, 
years: it passed in the negative. 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “ An act to provide an additional arma- 
ment for the farther protection of the trade of the 
United States, and for other purposes.” 

On motion, by Mr. Tazewewt, to postpone the 
consideration of the amendments to this bill until 
the next session of Congress: it was determined 
in the negative—yeas 5, nays 16, as follows: 

Yras——Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Langdon, 
Mason, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Clayton, Goodhue, Greene, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Marshall, Mar- 
tin, Read, Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tattnall, and 
Tracy. 

On motion, by Mr. Ross, it was agreed to post- 
pone the consideration of the first, and to consider 
the other, amendments; and the second amend- 
ment was agreed to. ; 

And, on the question to agree to the third 
amendment, which was to strike out the filth sec- 

5th Con,—18 


tion, the votes being equal, the Vice PRESIDENT 
determined the question in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. STOCKTON, 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
amendments be postponed until to-morrow. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill authorizing the President of the United States 
to raise a provisional army. 

On motion, to fill the blank in the tenth section, 
so as that the proviso be read as follows: 

« And provided, also, That no enlistment shall take 
place by virtue of this act after three years from the 
passing thereof:” 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 13, 
nays 8, as follows: 

Yzas— Messrs. Bingham, Goodhue, Greene, Hill- 
house, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Marshall, Read, 
Ross, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Naxys— Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Lang- 
don, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 


On the question to agree to the final passage of 
the bill, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 13, nays 8, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Clayton, Goodhue, Greene, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Read, Ross 
Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Lang- 
don, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed, and that the title thereof be “An 


act authorizing the President of the United States 


to raise a provisional army.” 


Tuespay, April 24. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to author- 
ize certain officers and other persons to administer 
oaths,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act for erect- 
ing light-houses, and placing buoys and stakes, at 
the places therein mentioned,” was read the third 
time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “ An act to provide an additional 
armament for the further protection of the trade 
of the United States, and for other purposes.” 

On motion, by Mr. Reap, it was determined to 
reconsider the vote of yesterday, by which the 
third amendment was disagreed to. 

On the question to agree to said third amend- 
ment, which is to strike out of the bill the follow- 
ing section: 

“Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That no mer- 
chant vessel bound from a port of the United States, 
and destined to any place that is besieged, blockaded, 
or invested, shall be taken under the protection and con- 
voy of any public armed vessel; nor unless satisfactory 
evidence is produced to the Collector, previcus to her 
departure, that the vessel and cargo are bona fide the 
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property of a citizen or citizens of the United States ; 
and.if bound to the ports of one of the belligerent Pow- 
ers, that no goods, wares, or merchandise, contraband 
by the general law of nations, or by any treaty to which 
the United States are a party, are laden on board the 
same. Duplicate certificates to this effect, ascertaining 
the nature and quality of the cargo, shall be furnished 
by the Collector of the district where the cargo was 
laden, one of which shall be delivered to the command- 
ing officer of the convoy, and the other retained by the 
captain of the merchant vessel. And in-cases where 
merchant vessels of the United States are to be taken 
under convoy, bound from foreign ports, certificates of 
the same nature, including the same provisions, shall 
be delivered to the commander of the convoy; and if 
no Consul shall be resident at such port, then certifi- 
cates containing evidence of a like nature, attested by 
two witnessess, and taken before a judge, magistrate, 
or notary public, shall be procured.” 


It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 12, 
nays 9, as follows: 

Yxusas—Messrs. Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Read, Ross, 
Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

Naxys—Messrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Brown, Lang- 
don, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, Mason, and Taze- 
well. : i 

On the question to agree to the fourth amend- 

ment, which is, to strike out of the bill the follow- 
ing section: 
.. “See. 6. And beit further enacted, That all commis- 
sioned armed vessels of the United States shall be gov- 
erned in their conduct towards foreign armed vessels by 
the provisions and stipulations of treaties respectively 
subsisting with foreign nations, and by the principles 
of the general law of nations:” 


It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 13, 
nays 8, as follows: : 

“Yuas—Messrs. Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Marshall, 
Read, Ross, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

‘Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Brown, Lang- 
don, Livermore, Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. 

Whereupon, Resolved, That the Senate do 
agree to all the amendments of the said bill. 

“A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act for the relief of Obadiah 
Brown ;” and a bill, entitled “ An act for the re- 
lief of Reuben Smith and Nathan Strong, and of 
Peter Aupoix;” in which bills they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

“The bills were read, and ordered to the second 
reading. i 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee on the bill, sent from the House 
of Representatives for concurrence, entitled “An 
act to. alter the time of making entry of stills, and 
for-other purposes ;” and, the report having been 
adopted, the bill was amended accordingly. 
“Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 


as amended. 70 


= WEDNESDAY, April 25. 
.The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives. for. concurrence, entitled “An act for the 


g, and 
of Peter. Aupoix,” was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Tracy, Livermore, and 
GREENE, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. ee 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Obadiah Brown,” was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Greene, Livermore, and 
Sepewick, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 3 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to alter 
the time of making entry of stills, and for other 
purposes,” was read the third time as amended; 
and the question on its final passage postponed ` 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee appointed 
the 29th of November last, on that part of the 
Speech of the President of the United States 
which respects measures for the security and pro- 
tection of the commerce of the United States, 
reported, in part, a bill to authorize the President 
of the United States to cause to be purchased or. © 
built, a number of small vessels to be equipped as 
galleys, or otherwise; which bill was read. 

Ordered, That it pass to a second reading. 

Mr. Goopuue, from the committee to whom. 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
supplementary to the act providing for the furthe 
protection of the ports and harbors of the United. 
States,” reported the bill without amendment. -; 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee appointed t 
inguire whether any, and what, amendments ar 
necessary to an act entitled “An act providing: 
for the sale of the lands of the United States in 
the territory northwest of the river Ohio, and, 
above the mouth of Kentucky river,” reported. 
bill to amend the same; which was read, an 
ordered to a second reading. 

A motion was made by Mr. HILLHOUSE, 

«That a committee be appointed to consider whethet 
any, and what, provision ought to be made by law, for 
removing from the territory of the United States such. 
aliens born, not entitled by the Constitution and laws 
thereof to the rights of citizenship, as may be dangero 
to its peace and safety ; and providing for returns to 
made of all aliens that shall be landed from any vess 
which shall arrive in any of the ports of the Unite 
States; and that permits be granted to such as shall 
suffered to reside therein ; and to report by bill or other 


wise.” 


Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to alter and amend the act entitled “ An act 
to establish the Judicial Courts of the United 
States ;” and, after debate, z 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until the next session of Congress. 


relief of Reuben Smith and Nathan Strong. 


Tuorspay, April 26. 


The bill to amend an act entitled “ An act pro- 
viding for the sale of the lands of the United 
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States in the territory northwest of the river 
Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentucky river,” 
was read the second time. 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof | 
be postponed until to-morrow. j 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House of Represen- 
tatives disagree to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill entitled “ An act to revive and continue 
in force the act respecting the compensation of 
clerks, and for other purposes.” 
« The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday respecting such aliens, resident in 
the United States, as may be dangerous to its 
peace and safety ; and, having amended the mo- 
tion, by expunging the word “born,” after the 
word “aliens,” in the first instance, it was adopted; 
and > 

Ordered, That Messrs. Livermore, HILLHOUSE, 
Reap, Sepewicx, and Laurance, be the commit- 
tee for the purposes therein mentioned. 

Mr. Binenam presented the address and me- 
morial of the citizens of Philadelphia, the district 
of Southwark, and the Northern Liberties, ex- 
pressive of their “ perfect and grateful approbation 
of the conduet heretofore pursued by the Execu- 
tive Department,” to preserve peace with foreign 
nations and the neutral position of the United 
States, their confidence in the wisdom and patri- 
otism of every branch of the Government, and 
pledging themselves firmly to support every meas- 
ure which may hereafter be thought necessary to 
secure the Constitution, freedom, and independ- 
ence, of the United States; and, 

On motion by Mr. Livermore, a large and re- 
spectable committee of the said citizens being 
admitted on the floor of the House, the address 
was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The Senate took into consideration their amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- | 
tives to the bill entitled “An act to revive and | 
continue in force the act respecting the compen- 
sation of clerks, and for other purposes.” | 

Resolved, That they do insist on their amend- 
ments to the said bill. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to 
enable the President of the United States to aes 
cure cannon, arms, and ammunition, and for other | 
purposes,” reported the bill without amendment. | 

The bill authorizing the President of the Uni- 
ted States to cause to be purchased or built, a 
number of small vessels to be equipped as galleys, | 
or otherwise, was read the second time. 

Ordered, That this bill pass toa third reading. 

On motion, by Mr. MARSHALL, 


“That, instead of the three existing circuits, the 
several districts of the United States be divided and 
arranged into four circuits, to wit: The districts of New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, | 
and Vermont, shall compose.one circuit, and be called | 
the first circuit; the districts of New York, New Jer- i 
sey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, shall com- | 
pose one circuit, and be called the second circuit; the | 


districts of Virginia, North Carolina, Kentucky, and 
Tennessee, shall compose one circuit, and be called the 
third circuit ; and the districts of South Carolina and 
Georgia shall compose one circuit, and be called the 
fourth circuit : that two associate justices be appointed, 
in addition to the present number; and that two jus- 
tices be assigned to each circuit, to hold the circuit 
courts therein semi-annually, except in the districts of 
Kentucky and Tennessee, where they shall be held 
annually.” 

Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 

The Vice PresipentT communicated a letter 
from Thomas Pinckney, late Minister Plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States to His Catholic 
Majesty, requesting the direction of Congress in 
respect to the acceptance of the customary pre- 
sent from that Government, and also of one from 
His Britannie Majesty, made in conformity to 
the usage of thuse Powers respectively, to a for- 
eign Minister, on negotiating a treaty; and the 
letter was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 


Frinvay, April 27. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “Anact supplement- 
ary to an act providing for the further protection 
of the ports and harbors of the United States,” was 
read a third time and passed. 

The bill to authorize the President of the Uni- 
ted States to cause to be purchased or built a num- 
ber of small vessels, to'be equipped as galleys, or 
otherwise, was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- 
grossed; and that the title thereof be “An act to 
authorize the President of the United States to: 
cause to be purchased or built a number of small 
vessels, to be equipped as galleys, or otherwise.” 

On motion by Mr. MARSHALL, 

Resolved, That no motion shall be deemed in 
order, to admit any person or persons whatever 
within the doors of the Senate Chamber, to pre- 
sent any petition, memorial, or address, or to hear 
any such read. 

On motion by Mr. Tazewe t, that it be 

“ Resolved, That it be a standing rule of this House 
that no member of the Senate ought to receive or give 
any visit to any foreign agent or ambassador, or any 
other person that avows himself to be a public agent or 
ambassador for a foreign country, without the leave and 
consent of the Senate”— ` f 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 6, 
nays 16, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Lang- 
don, Mason, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Marshall, Martin, Read, Sedgwick, Tattnall, and 
Tracy. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
Military Establishment for the year 1798, and for . 
other purposes,” in which they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate,- 
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Mr. Howarp presented the resolutions of a nu- | bill, sent 
concurrence, 


merous and respectable meeting of the citizens of 
Georgetown, held the 21st day of April, instant, 
signed Lioyd Beall, chairman, expressive of their 
entire approbation of the conduct of the Execu- 
tive, in respect to the instructions to our Minis- 
ters to the French Republic, and of the strongest į 
confidence in the wisdom, virtue, and patriotism, 
of the constituted authorities of their country; 
which resolations were read. 

The bill last brought from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence was read, and ordered 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Greens. from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act for 
the relief of Obadiah Brown,” reported the bill 
without amendment ; and, the report being agreed 
to 


Ordered, That this bill pass toa third reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence, entitled “ An act to enable the President of 


the United States to procure cannon, arms, and | 


ammunition, and for other purposes.” 
< Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. - 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to alter 
the time of making an entry of stills, and for other 
purposes,” was resumed; and, after debate, the 
Senate adjourned. 


* 


Monpay, April 30. 


Mr. Srocxron presented the address and me- 
‘morial of the citizens of Newark; also, the reso- 
lations of the citizens of the county of Monmouth, 
in the State of New Jersey, approbating the con- 
duet of the Government in the endeavors to effect 
a.good understanding with the French Republic, 
and expressing their determination, to the utmost 
of. their ability, to support all such measures for 
the- protection and vindication of the rights, lib- 
erty, and independence, of the United States, as 
may be recommended or enacted; and they were 
severally read. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the Military Establishment for 
the year 1798, and for other purposes,” was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
Srocxron, and Greene, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “ An act to enable the 
President of the United States to procure cannon, 
arms, and amunition, and for other purposes,” was 
read the third time.and passed. f 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act directing the payment of a de- 
tachment of ‘militia, for services performed in the 
year one thousand seven hundred and ninety-four, 
under Major James Ore,” in which they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 


and, after debate— 


from the House of Representatives for. | 
entitled “ An act to alter the time of. 
making entry of stills, and for other purposes.;” 


Ordered, That t 
be postponed. : 

The bill last brought from the House of Repre-. 
sentatives for concurrence was read, and it was, 
by unanimous consent, read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
ANDERSON, and Latimer, to consider and report . 
thereon to the Senate. E 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act for the. 
relief of Obadiah Brown,” was read the third time: ` 
and passed. 

Ordered, That the petition of Laurance Ma 
ning be referred to Messrs. Reap, Howarp, an 
Sepewick, to consider and report thereon to th 
Senate. 

Ordered, That the letter of Thomas Pinckney, 
late Minister Plenipotentiary, to negotiate a treat: 
with His Catholic Majesty, communicated to th 
Senate the 26th instant, be-referred to Messts, 
Sepewicx, Reap, and Bincuam, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Tracy notified the Senate that he should, 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to amend: 
the act, entitled “An act to amend and repea 
in part, the act entitled ‘An act to ascertain and 
fix the Military Establishment of the United 
States.” . 


he further consideration thereof 


Tuespay, May 1. 


Mr. Srocxron presented the address of an 
merous and respectable meeting of the citize 
of the city and township of Trenton and its 
vicinity, in the State of New Jersey, signed Isaac 
Smith, chairman; highly approbating the conduet 
of the Executive, in respect to the negotiation 
with the French Republic, and expressive of their 
assurances of support to every branch of the Gov- 
ernment in such measures as may be adopted for 
the security of the freedom, independence, and 
defence of our country ; which address was read, 

Mr. Sepawick, from the Committee to whom 
was referred the letter of Thomas Pinckney, late 
Minister Plenipotentiary to negotiate a_ treaty 
with His Catholic Majesty, communicated to the 
Senate the 26th of April last, made report, which 
was read and considered; and, after debate there- 
on, the Senate adjourned. : f 


Wepnespay, May 2. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 
entitled “An act to continue in force a part of ah 
act therein mentioned,” in which they desire t 
concurrence of the Senate. 

Agreeably to notice given on the 30th of Apri 
last, Mr. Tracy obtained leave to bring ina bil 
‘toamend the act entitled “An actto amend ani 
repeal, in part, the act entitled ‘An act to ase 
taif and fix the Military Establishment of the 
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United States;’ and the bill was read and or- | in the late negotiation with the French Republic, 
dered to the second reading. and pledging their cheerful and prompt compli- 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the | ance in support of the Administration. 
report of the committee authorizing Thomas} The Vice Presipenr laid before the Senate a 
Pinckney, late Eavoy Extraordinary to the King | report from the Secretary for the Department of 
of Spain, and Minister Plenipotentiary to the | Treasury, on the state of the Western lands; in 
< King of Great Britain, to receive the customary | conformity to the order of Senate of the 17th of 
“presents to foreign Ministers at those Courts. A’pril last. f , 
On the question to agree to the first resolution | Ordered, That this report, together with the 
reported, to wit: bill to amend an act entitled “An act providing 
« Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- for the sale of the lands of the United States in 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | the territory northwest of the river Ohio, and 
assembled, That Congress doth consent that Thomas | above the mouth of Kentucky river,” be referred 
Pinckney, Esq., who, as Envoy Extraordinary of the | to Messrs. Brown, STOCKTON, and Mason; who 
United States, negotiated the Treaty of Friendship, | are also instructed to take into consideration the 
Limits, and Navigation, between the United States | petition of James Jamison and others, inhabitants 
and the King of Spain, may receive from the said | on the Sciota river, presented to the Senate on the 
<- King such present as it is customary for His Catholic | first of February last, to consider and report 
- Majesty to make to such persons as negotiate treaties | thereon. ’ 
<. With him 2”? Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
‘ It passed in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 5, referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 

as follows: sentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act di- 
recting the payment of a detachment of militia 
for services performed in the year one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-four, under Major 
James Ore,” reported the bill with an amend- 
ment; which was considered and adopted. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. 

The bill to amend the act, entitled “An act to 
amend and repeal, in part, the act entitled ‘An 
act to ascertain and fix the Military Establish- 
ment of the United States,” was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, Howarp, 
and ANDERSON, to consider and report thereon to 
| the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to con- 
tinue in force a part of an act therein mentioned,” 
was read the second time. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading, 

Mr. Howarp presented the address and memo- 
appointed the 20th of April last, “ to inquire into | Tl of the citizens of Baltimore, and Baltimore 
the expediency of altering the terms for holding Sout Ep ois ne ie a liberal of differ: 
the courts of the United States in the districts | mie Soyernment, tor tie adjustmentor difer- 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, How- 
ard, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Martin, Read, 
Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

5 Nays-~Messrs. Brown, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, 
and Tazewell. : 


And the other resolution reported was agreed 
to, in the words following: 

And be tt further resolved, That Congress doth con- 
sent that the said Thomas Pinckney, Esq., lately 
Minister Plenipotentiary from the United States to 
the King of Great Britain, may receive from the said 
King such present as it is customary for His Britannic 
Majesty to make to Ministers Plenipotentiary on taking 
leave of him. 

The motion made on the 26th of April last, for 
changing the three existing circuits of the United 
States into four circuits, was resumed and agreed 
to; and, 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 


: > sand the restoration of harmony between 
, Tennessee, a faine ;” i om- | nees an Y petwe 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Maine: Which. cam the United States and the French Republic, and 
mittee are instructed to bring in a bill accordingly. ; : oe > 
expressive of their determination to support the 


constituted authorities of their country; and the 
address was read. 

Mr. H. presented, also, the address of a num- 
ber of the inhabitants of Harford county, in the 
State of Maryland, signed Samuel Hughes, chair- 
man, declaring much satisfaction in the measures 
taken by the Executive of the United States, for 
the accommodation of the unhappy differences 
subsisting between this country and the French 
Republic, and their determination firmly to sup- 
port, in all situations, their independence, and 
the Government of their choice. 


THurspay, May 3. 

Mr. Laurance presented the address of a num- 
ber of respectable citizens of New York, signed 
by Jacob Morton and others, their committee, 
expressive of their high esteem of the wisdom 
and moderation of the Chief Magistrate of the 
United States, in conducting the late negotiation 
with the French Republic, and of his unshaken 
firmness and patriotism; also, assuring Congress 
of their determination to support, at all hazards, 
such measures as may be deemed necessary to 
maintain the honor, freedom, and. independence 
of their country; and the address was read. 

Mr. Mason presented the. resolutions of a nu- 
merous meeting of the citizens of Alexandria, 
signed John Fitzgerald, chairman, approbating 
the wise and patriotic measures of the Executive 


Frivay, May 4. 


Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom 
was referred the motion made on the ‘25th’ of 
April last, on the subject, reported a bill concern- 
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ing aliens; which was read, and ordered to the 
second reading. f 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
© . Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: .__ 
I now transmit to Congress copies of all the commu- 
nications from our Envoys Extraordinary, received 
since their arrival in Paris, excepting those before pre- 
sented by me to both Houses. JOHN ADAMS. 
Unirep Starrs, May 4, 1798. 


The Message and communications were read. 

Ordered, That five hundred copies of the Mes- 
sage and communications be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act directing 
the payment of a detachment of militia, for ser- 
vices performed in the year one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-four, under Major James 
Ore,” was read the third time. 

‘Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. 3 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives ‘for concurrence, entitled “An act to con- 
tinue in force a part of an act therein mentioned,” 
was read the third time; and, 

‘On motion, it was agreed to amend the title of 
the. bill, by expunging the words “therein men- 
tioned,” and inserting, in their place these words: 
“respecting the compensation to the officers and 
mariners of the revenue cutters.” 

. Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate, that the House adhere to 
their disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill, entitled “An act to revive and 
continue in force the act respecting the compen- 
sation of clerks, and for other purposes.” 

~. A message from the House of Representatives 
x informed the Senate, that the House disagree to 
the resolutions, sent from the Senate for concur- 
rence, authorizing Thomas Pinckney, late Envoy 
Extraordinary to the King of Spain, and Minister 
Plenipotentiary to the King of Great Britain, to 
receive the customary presents to foreign Minis- 
ters at those Courts. 


Monpay, May 7. 


The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
‘tion of the House of Representatives, adhering to 
. their disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill, entitled “ An act to revive and 
continue in force the act respecting. the compen- 
sation of clerks, and for other purposes.” Where- 
upon, ` 
z “Resolved, That they do recede from their 
amendments to the said bill. 


Torspay, May 8. 
The bill concerning aliens was read the second 
time ;-and, after debate, . 
. Ordered, That the further consideration theré- 
of be. postponed. aes ee 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the committee to whom 
was referred the motion made the 26th of Aprile | 
last, for changing the three existing circuits of the | 
United States into four circuits, reported a bill to 
alter and extend the provisions of the aet, entitled 
“An act to establish the Judicial Courts of the 
United States ;” which was read, and ordered to. 
the second reading. : 


Tuvurspay, May 10. 


Mr. Stocxron presented the resolutions of a 
very respectable number of the citizens of New <} 
Brunswick and its vicinity, in the State of New 
Jersey, signed John Neilson, chairman, expressive. 
of their warmest approbation of the prudent, 
firm, and temperate policy adopted and pursued 
by the President of the United States, with re- 
spect to our foreign relations, and particularly to: 
those of the French Republic, and declaring that 
they will, with promptitude, ardor, and constan- 
cy, support every Governmental measure for the 
defence of our country, and for maintaining the 
national honor, rights, and independence ; and the 
resolutions were read. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill concerning aliens. 

On motion to strike out of the first section. thé 
following. words, to wit: “under the hand and. 
seal of such person or persons as the President of 
the United States shall appoint to grant the same,” 
and to substitute these words, “agreeably to the 
form prescribed in this act, duly authenticated by 
some court of the United States, or of some par- 
ticular State, which courts are severally autho 
ized and_ required to grant the said permits, upon 
the application of the party, conformably to the 
provisions of this act;” and it was agreed to di- 
vide the question, so far as it extends to striking 
out the words first recited; and = 

The division passed in the negative—yeas 9, 
nays 12, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Hun« 
ter, Marshall, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Read, 
Stockton, and Tracy. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed. 

Mr. Luoyn presented the address of a respect 
able number of the citizens of Elkton and its v 
einity, in Cecil county, in the State of Marylan 
expressive of their approbation of the conduct of. 
the Executive of the United States in his endea 
ors to adjust the existing differences with th 
French Republic, and of their resolution zea 
ously to give their support to the Government i 
such measures as may be adopted for the defene 
of the honor, dignity, and commercial rights of 
the nation ; and the address was read. 


Fripay, May 11. 


‘Mr. Goopuur presented the address of the i 
habitants of the town of Salem, in the Commo 
wealth of Massachusetts, declaring their full sa 
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isfaction in the measures taken by the supreme 
Executive for accommodating the differences sub- 


Mr. Goopsue presented the address of the citi- 
zens of the town of Gloucester, in the Common- 


sisting with the French Republic, and their de-| wealth of Massachusetts, approbating the conduct 


termination, depending on the patronage of the 
Most High, at every hazard, to support the Gov- 
ernment of their choice, and the measures that 
may be adopted; and the address was read. 

Mr. Bineuam presented the memorial of the 
judges, grand jury, and sheriff, of the county of 
Bucks, in the State of Pennsylvania, expressing 
their entire approbation of the measures of the 
supreme Executive in endeavoring to effect an 
accommodation of the existing differences with, 
and to obtain redress for therepeated and accumu- 
lated injuries sustained from, the French Repub- 
hie; and pledging themselves, with the assistance 
of Heaven, to their children and their country, by 
all the ties which can bind the affection and 
fidelity of man, to resist, with firmness, every in- 
vasion of their rights, and to transmit to their 
posterity, sacred and inviolate, the freedom, honor, 
and independence, of their country ; and the me- 
morial was read. 

The bill to alter and extend the provisions of 
the act, entitled “ An act to establish the Judicial 
Courts of the United States,” was read the second 
time. 

Resolved, That the consideration thereof be 
postponed. 

The Senate resumed the seeond reading of the 
bill concerning aliens; and, after debate, the fur- 
ther consideration thereof was postponed. 

Mr. Mason presented the resolutions of the in- 
habitants of Fairfax county, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, highly approving the conduct of the supreme 
Executive of the United States, and particularly 
in endeavoring to restore the good understanding 
formerly subsisting between the United States 
and the French Republic; and pledging them- 
selves in support of measures for the defence of 
the country and the protection of its commerce ; 
and the address was read. 

Mr. Livermore presented the address of a num- 
ber of the inhabitants of the town of Portsmouth, 
in the State of New Hampshire, pledging to the 
supreme Executive and to Congress the most de- 
termined and unequivocal support in maintaining 
measures that have been or may be adopted for 
the interest, honor, and independence of the Unit- 
ed States; and the address was read. 

The Vice Presipenr laid before the Senate a 
letter from Samuel Meredith, Treasurer, with his 
account of receipts and expenditures in the War 
Department, for the quarter ending 31st of March 
last; which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 


Monpay, May 14. 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
Teferred the bill to amend the act, entitled “An 
act to amend and repeal in part the act, entitled 
‘An act to ascertain and fix the Military Estab- 
lishment of the United States,” reported the bill 
without amendment. 


of the supreme Executive, avowing their deter- 
mination to support the Constitution, and, at the 
risk of their lives and fortunes, to preserve invio- 
late the rights and liberties of the country; and 
the address was read. 

Mr. Howarp presented an address, to the same 
effect, from a numerous and respectable meeting 
of the inhabitants of Upper Marlborough and its 
vicinity, in Prince George’s county, in the State 
of Maryland ; and the address was read. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill concerning aliens; and, after debate, : 

Resolved, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to alter and extend the provisions of the act, 
entitled “An act to establish the Judicial Courts 
of the United States; and, after debate, it was 
agreed that the further consideration thereof be 
postponed until to-morrow. 


Tusspay, May 15. 

On motion, by Mr. Lyvermone, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to write to all such Senators as are ab- 
sent without leave, or whose leave of absence has 
expired, requesting their immediate attendance. 

The bill to amend the act, entitled “An act to 
repeal, in part, the act, entitled ‘An act to ascer- 
tam and fix the Military Establishment of the 
United States,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be engross- 
ed; and that the title thereof be “An act to 
amend the act, entitled “An act to amend and 
repeal, in part, the act, entitled ‘ An act to ascer- 
tain and fix the Military Establishment of the 
United States.” 

Mr. Svrocxron presented the address of a nu- 
merous and respectable meeting of the citizens of 
Upper Freehold, in the county of Monmouth, and 
those in its vicinity, from the counties of Burling- 
ton and Middlesex, in the State of New Jersey, 
signed Robert Montgomery, chairman, expressive 
of their gratitude and thanks for the firm, mode- 
rate, and unshaken patriotism of the President of 
the United States, and of their acquiescence in 
every measure which the National Legislature 
shall in their wisdom adopt; and the address was 
read. 

Mr. Livermore presented the address of one 
hundred and sixteen inhabitants of Dover, in the 
State of New Hampshire, to the same effect; and 
the address was read. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to alter and extend the provisions of the act, 
entitled “An act to establish the Judicial Courts 
of the United States; and, having agreed to sun- 
dry amendments, l 

Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. 


Wevnesoay, May 16. 


Resolved, That this bill pass to the third reading. “The bill to alter and extend the provisions of 


ry 


559 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 560 


Senate. | Proceedings. [May, 1798. 


the act, entitled “ An act to establish the Judicial | Executive of the State of New York, in place of 
Courts of the United States,” was read the third | John Sloss Hobart, resigned, produced his cre- 
time ; and, after debate, dentials, and, the oath required by law, being ad-" 
Ordered, That it be recommitted to the com-| ministered to him, he took his seatin the Senate, 
mittee who brought in the bill, and that Messrs, The Senate took into consideration the amend: . 
ANDERSON, Martin, and Tazewst1, be added to! ments of the House of Representatives to the bill: 
the committee. i sent from the Senate for concurrence, entitle 
Mr. Srocxron presented the address of the | “An act authorizing the President of the United’ 
people of Gloucester county, in the State of New | States to raise a provisional army ;” and, 
Jersey, signed Franklin Davefiport, chairman, and Ordered, That they be referred to the commit- 
unanimously agreed to; expressive of their un- tee, appointed the 29th of November last, who re- 
shaken and undiminished confidence in the Exec- ported the bill, to consider and report thereon to 
utive and Congress of the United States, and, en- | the Senate. 
gaging, under the protecting arm of Providential| A message from the House of Representatives 
aid, cheerfully to sustain the honorable task of de- | informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
fending, supporting, and maintaining, the dignity, į entitled “ Anact for the relief of Thomas Lewis ;” 
freedom, and independence, of their country; and | and a bill, entitled “ An act respecting Loan Office 
the address was read. and final settlement certificates, indents of int 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the | terest, and the unfunded or registered debt credit- 
bill concerning aliens; and, after debate, it was | ed in the books of the Treasury ;” in which bills 
agreed that the further consideration thereof be they desire the concurrence of the Senate. : 
postponed. ‘The bills last mentioned were read, and ordered 
to the second reading. 
Tuurspay, May 17. Ordered, That Mr. Livermore be of the com- 
Mr. Martin presented the address of a full and | mittee to whom was referred the bill, sent from 
respectable meeting of the inhabitants of the town | the. House of Representatives for concurrence, | 
of Newbern, in the State of North Carolina, sign- entitled s An act for the relief of sick and disabled. 
ed Richard Dobbs Spaight, and others, their com- | Se@men,” in place of Mr. Lanepon, absent with 
mittee, expressive of their entire confidence in the | leave- : 
Government of the United States, their warm] Mr. Srocxron presented the resolution of the 
approbation of its measures, and their perfect con-| Mayor, deputy mayor, recorder, aldermen, and 
currence in its views; and the address was read, | Common council, of the borough of Elizabeth, in 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the | the county of Essex, and State of New Jersey, 


bill concerning aliens ; and, after progress, ° with the unanimous address of seven hundred i 
Adjourned. f habitants of said borough, certified by Elias Day- 
ton, mayor, expressive of their warmest approba- 
Frinay, May 18. tion of the Executive of the United States, for his 


_A message from the House of Representatives | PStructions to our Envoys at Paris, of their indig- 
informed the Senate that the House have passed et pe the dethe U ne ae a the eae Re- 
the ay ane from ine Senate for concurrence, Bradlo by dhe biens of Gol to Ea hee 
entitled “ An act authorizing the President of the NY joe Seas arate ee 
United: States to raise a provisional army,” with conny against a A A pf Apne ae be 
amendments, in which they desire the concur- ee pet the national councils; and t s 
rence of the Senate. W : 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the ar a aie oe aes er 
bill concerning aliens; and, after progress; | the second time; and after agreeing to an amend 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- ient , pe ee 2, 

SM Cn Eee ee appointed | The Senate went into Executive business, and’ 

. Mr: ; a $ 
the 29th of November last, to consider that part adjourned: 
of the Message of the President of the United : 
States: which respects the protection of commerce, Turspay, May 22. 
further reported a bill on that subject; which was i 2 5 
read, and ordered to the second reading. Mr. Reap presented the resolutions and address 

Mr. MARSHALL presented the petition of Robert | Of the city of Charleston, in the State of Sout 
Campbell, by his agent, William Lytle, praying Carolina, expressive of their perfect satisfactio: 
the interposition of Congress to vest in him, and | in the appointment, (by the Executive of th 
his heirs, a certain tract of land therein mention- | United States,) of a solemn embassy, to endeavo’ 
ed: and the petiti to remove all differences with the French Repub 

5 petition was read. 5 ; epu 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Mar- | lic, and making a full, solemn, and explicit. de 
saat, Brown, and Curran, to consider and | Claration of their sincere attachment to the Con 
report thereon to the Senate. stitution and Government, and their fixed resolu- 
tion to maintain and support them, against’ all 
: foreign encroachments and domination, at the 
Monpay, May 21. A hazard of their lives and fortunes; and the com- 
WiLLiaM NORTH, appointed a Senator by the] munications were read. 
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Mr. Bincuam presented the address and memo- 
rial of the citizens of the county of Alleghany, in 
the State of Pennsylvania; and 

Mr. Howarp presented the resolution of a re- 
spectable meeting of the citizens of the town of 
Liberty and its vicinity, in the upper part of Dis- 
trict No. 3, in Frederick county, and State of 
Maryland. each expressive of similar sentiments; 
which were severally read. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Thomas Lewis,” was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Tracy, Brown, and Howarp, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. | 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act respecting Loan 
Office and final settlement certificates, indents of 
interest, and the unfunded or registered debt, 
credited in the books of the Treasury,” was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. Bine- 
HAM, Curpman, and Tracy, to consider and re- 
port thereon to the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill entitled “An act supplementary to, and to 
amend the act entitled ‘An act to establish an 
uniform rule of naturalization, and to repeal the 
act heretofore passed on that subject;” in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. Goopute, from the committee to whom 
were referred the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill, entitled “ An act au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to 
raise a provisional army,” reported them without 
amendment. 

On motion by Mr. MarsnaLL, to amend the 
first clause of the last section, contained in the 
amendments, so that it read as follows: 

“ And be it further enacted, That the private soldiers 
who are, and who shall be, enlisted and employed in the 
' service of the United States, shall be, and they are 
hereby, exempted, during their term of service, from all 
personal arrests, for any debt or contract, created or 
entered into subsequent to his or their enlistment ;” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 7, 
nays 16, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Mar- 
shall, Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Howard, Hunter, Latimer, 
Livermore, Lloyd, North, Read, Stockton, Tattnall, 
and Tracy. 

And the report was adopted, and 


Resolved, That the Senate do concur in the 
amendments. 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill to alter and extend the pro- 
vision of the aet entitled “An act to establish the 
Judicial Courts of the United States,” reported 
amendinents. 

The bill last brought from the House of Repre- 
sentatives was read, and ordered to the second 
treading. ; : i 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill more effectually to protect the ecommerce and 


coasts of the United States; and agreed to a far- 
ther amendment. 
Resolved, That it pass to a third reading. 


Weonespay, May 23. 


Mr. MARSHALL reported, from the committee 
appointed to consider the petition of Robert 
Campbell, by his agent William Lytle, that the 
committee can find ro evidence which will entitle 
the said Campbell to a grant for the lands therein 
referred to, upon the conditions stated in his said 
petition, the warrant specified in the Surveyor’s 
additional certificate not corresponding with the 
certificate of survey; and therefore report that the 
said Robert Campbell have leave to withdraw his 
said petition. 

And the report was adopted. 

Mr. GooDHUE presented the address of the in- 
habitants of the town of Lynn, in the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, expressive of their ap- 
probation of the conduct of the Executive of the 
United States, particularly in respect to the ne- 
gotiation with the French Republic; and pledg- 
ing themselves to support the energetic measures 
of our magistrates, in the defence of the liberties 
of their country; and the address was read. 

Mr. Luoyp presented the address of five hun- 
dred citizens of Kent county, in the State of Mary- 
land; also, the address of two hundred and ffi 
inhabitants of the said county, approbating the 
measures of Government, and pledging their sup- 
port; and the addresses were severally read. 

The bili sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act supplementary 
to, and to amend the act entitled ‘An act to es- 
tablish an uniform rule of naturalization: and to 
repeal the act heretofore passed un that subject. a 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
BINGHAM, STOCKTON, and TazewsE x, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. ” 

Mr. Brown, from the committee appointed the 
3d instant, on the petition of Joseph Jamison and 
others, of Sciota river, and to whom was also re- 
ferred the bill to amend an act entitled “ An aet 
providing for the sale of the lands of the United 
States in the territory northwest of the river 
Ohio,” reported the bill amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill entitled “An act providing compensation 
for the marshals, clerks, attorneys, jurors, and 
witnesses, in the Courts of the United States and 
to repeal certain parts of the acts therein men- 
tioned, and for other purposes;” and the bill en- 
titled “An act allowing an additional compensa- 
tion to the Accountant of the War Department. 
for the year one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-eight.” 

The bills last mentioned were read and order- 
ed to the second reading. i 

~ Fhe bill more effectually to protect the com- 
merce and coasts of the United States was read 
phe Mod time. l i a 

n motion, by Mr. MARTIN. to ex i 
preamble, which is.asfollows: ` vee es 
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« Whereas armed vessels belonging to the Republic 
of France and citizens thereof, have committed depre- 
dations on the commerce of the United States, and 
have recently captured the vessels and property of citi- 
zens thereof, on and near the coasts, in violation of the 
law of nations and treaties between the United States 
and the French nation :” 


Tt passed in the negative—yeas 7, nays 16, as 
follows: 

Yxzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Hunter, Mar- 
shall, Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs, Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Clay- 
ton, Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Livermore, 
Lloyd, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, Tattnall, and 
Tracy. ; 


On motion, by Mr. Axnperson, “that the bill 


be postponed until we have certain accounts of 
the total failure of negotiation between the Uni- 


ted States and the French Republic ;” it passed’ 


in the negative—yeas 7, nays 16, as follows : 
Yeras——Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Mar- 
shall,. Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. 
Nars—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, 
North, Paine, Read, Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 


On motion to agree to the final passage of the 

bill, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
16, nays 7, as follows: 
_ Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Hunter, Latimer, Livermore, 
Lloyd, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, Tattnall, and 
Tracy. f 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Mar- 
shall, Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. 


- Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- 
grossed; and that the title thereof be “ An act 
more effectually to protect the commerce and 
coasts of the United States.” 

Mr. Luoyp presented the address of a respecta- 
ble meeting of the citizens of Queen Ann’s coun- 
ty, in the State of Maryland, expressive of their 
entire approbation of the measures of the Su- 
preme Executive, and pledging their lives and 
fortunes to defend their country and its Govern- 
ment; and the address was read. 

The report made yesterday from the committee 
to whom was referred the bill to alter and extend 
the provisions of the act, entitled “ An act to es- 


tablish the Judicial Courts of the United States,” | informed the Senate that the House have passed - 


‘was read. ao i 
“ Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 


Tuurspay, May 24. 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported yesterday by the committee to 
whom was referred the bill to alter and extend 
the provisions..of the act, entitled “ An act to es- 
tablish the Judicial Courts of the United States,” 


| 


| 
| 
| 


i 


| 


and. having “agreed to the report, the bill was. 


amended accordingly, and the further considera- 
tion thereof postponed. : 


The bill, sent. fromthe House of Representa- 


tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act providing 


compensation for the marshals, clerks, attorneys, 
jurors, and witnesses, in the courts of the United 
States, and to repeal certain parts of the acts there- 
in mentioned, and for other purposes,” was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. Mason, 
Srocxron, and Tracy, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act allowing 
an additional compensation to the Accountant of 
the War Department, for the year one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-eight,” was read the 
second time, and referred to Messrs. Norta, TRA- 
cy, and Hunter, to consider and report thereon 
to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill concerning aliens; and, after debate, the fur- 
ther consideration thereof was postponed. 


Fripay, May 25. 


The Senate resumed the third reading of ‘the 
bill to alter and extend the provisions of the act, 
entitled “ An act to establish the Judicial Courts 
of the United States,” 

On motion, by Mr. ANDERSON, it was agreed 
to reconsider the sixth section reported by the 
committee; and, on the question to agree tnereto, 
in the following words: 

“Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the first 
section of the act, entitled ‘An act in addition to the 
act, entitled < An act to establish the judicial courts of ©] 
the United States,’ be, and. the same is hereby, re- 
pealed :” 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 5, 
nays 19, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Livermore, Lloyd, Mason, North, | 
and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Hunter, Latimer, Laurance, Marshall, Martin, » 
Paine, Read, Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. ; 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed ; and that the title thereof be “ An 
act to alter and extend the provisions of the act, 
entitled ‘ An act to establish the Judicial Courts 
of the United States.” z 

A message from the House of Representatives 


a bill, entitled “An act providing for the more : 
effectual collection of certain internal revenues. 
of the United States,” in which they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last brought from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence was read, and order- 
ed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the: 
bill concerning aliens. 

On motion, to agree to the 7th section of the 
bill, amended as follows: T 

“Sec. 7 And be it further enacted, That. every 
master or commander of any ship or vessel which sha 
come into any port of the United States, shall immedi- 
ately, on his arrival, make report in. writing to the col- 
lector or other chief officer of the customs in such port 
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of all aliens, if any, on board his vessel, specifying their : removed out of the territory thereof any alien who may 
names, age, place of nativity, the country from which : or shall be imprisoned, under this act, for speaking, 
they shall have come, the nation to which they belong | writing, or printing, contrary to the provisions thereof, 
and owe allegiance, their occupation, and a description | any thing herein to the contrary notwithssanding :” 
of their persons, as far as he shall be informed thereof Tt was determined in the negative—yeas 8, 
And, on failure, every such master or commander shall : nays 14. follows: 

? if : nays 14, as toliows: 
forfeit and pay dollars ; for the payment whereof, | j 
in default of the master or commander, such vessel shall! Xzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Hun- 
also be holden, and may by such collector, or other offi- , ter, Marshall, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 
cer of the customs, be detained. And it shall be the: Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, 
duty of such collector, or other officer of the customs, to Goodhue, Hillhouse, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Mar- 
transmit forthwith to the officer of the Department of ; tin, North, Paine, Read, and Tracy. 


State, true copies of all such returns.” : On motion, by Mr. LIVERMORE, to expunge the 
It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 22. 8th section of the bill, it was determined in the 

nays 1, as follows: . | negative—yeas 10, nays 13, as follows: 
Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth,: Y#4s—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Hun- 


Brown, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, : ter, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, and 
Hunter, Laurance, Lloyd, Marshall, Martin, Mason, : Tazewell. . p 
North, Paine, Reed, Stockton, Tattnall, Tazewell, and; Nars—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, 


Tracy. | Goodhue, Hillhouse, Laurance, Lloyd, North, Paine, 
Nay—Mr. Livermore. : Read, Stockton, and Tracy. 
. P t . B 
Ordered, That the further consideration of the; On motion, by Mr. Mason, to expunge the 9th 
bill be postponed. | section, which is as follows: 


i “See. 9. And be it further enacted, That it shall be 
Í lawful for the President of the United States to send or 
: remove, out of the territory thereof, all such aliens as 
Monpay, May 28. ! he shall judge dangerous to the peace and safety of the 
A message from the House of Representatives | United States, or shall have reasonable grounds to sus- 
informed the Senate that the House have passed | pect are concerned in any treasonable or secret machi- 
a bill, entitled “ An act providing for the relief of | nations against the Government thereof; such alien 
persons imprisoned for debts due to the United | having obtained a permit, agreeably to the provisions 
States ;” and a bill, entitled “An act supplemen- | 9f this act, notwithstanding : . 
tary to an act, entitled “ An act for the relief of; It was determined in the negative—yeas 10, 
persons imprisoned for debt;” in which they de- į nays 13, as follows: 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. ; Y¥xas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Hun- 
The bills last mentioned were read, and ordered | ter, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, and 
to the second reading. | Tazewell. 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa- | Navs—Mesers. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act providing Goodhue, Hillhouse, Laurance, Lloyd, North, Paine, 
for the more effectual collection of certain inter- | Read, Stockton, and Tracy. 


nal revenues of the United States,” was read the | On motion, by Mr. MarsmaLL, to amend the 


second time, and referred to Messrs. HILLaovse, | bill, by adding to the end of the 9th section as fol- 
Stockton, and TAZEWELL, to consider and report | Jows. to wit: 


vee tae A dth luti tais “ And whenever the President of the United States 
PEED f aee le abee OE e en SR shall cause any alien to be removed out of the United 


: : States, the facts on which the order of removal are 
the lower end of Frederick county, in the State | : y e 


C : > | founded, together with the order itself, and specifying 
of Maryland, signed Andrew Scriver, chairman; the manner and time of removal, with ‘the place where 
also, the resolutions of a large number of citizens, | the party shall be left, shall be entered in a well-bound 


assembled in the court-house in Somerset county, | book, to be kept in the office of the Secretary of the 
in the said State, signed John Doane, chairman, | Department of State, for the inspection of Congress ; 
approving the conduct of the supreme Extcutive | and such order shall be executed by such persons as 
of the United States, particularly in regard to his | shall be named therein :” 
measures respecting an accommodation of the} Tt passed in the negative—yeas 10, nays 13, as 
subsisting difference with the French Republic; fallow. j y REESI 
and pledging their lives and fortunes in the de- k 
fence of their country, and in the support of its ! t a E Snir on , Bloodworth, Brown, Hun- 
i : S : _ | ter, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, and 
Government; and the resolutions and address | Tazewell. 
were read. : ; 
: f , ae | Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chi Clayton, Fost 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the i Goodhue. Hillhouse, Donma “Loy North, Paine, 
bill concerning aliens. | Read, Stockton, and Tracy. : ‘i i 
On motion, by Mr. Marswa.r, to amend the 
8th section, to be read as follows: 


“Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall be ED Turspay, May 29. 
lawful for the President of the United States, whenever | _ The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
he may deem it necessary for the public safety, to have | tives for concurrence, entitled “An act providing 


567 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


568 


SENATE. | 


Proceedings. 


[May, 1798. 


for the relief of persons imprisoned for debts due | 
to the United States,” was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Laurance, LIVERMORE, 
and Curpman, to consider and report thereon to 
the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to an act, entitled ‘An act for the relief 
of persons imprisoned for debt,” was read the se- 
cond time, and referred to the last-mentioned 
committee, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “an act ma- 
king appropriations for the Military Establish- 
ment for the year one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-eight, and for other purposes,” reported 
the bill with amendments; which were read. 

Resolved, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill concerning aliens. 


A motion was made, by Mr. Laurance, to 
amend the lith section of the bill, by adding as 
follows: 


“ And provided, also, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed to affect any person, being an 
alien, who came within the United States for the pur- 
pose of becoming a citizen thereof, and who has made 
the declaration, and renounced his allegiance and fideli- 
ty; in the manner, and according to the provisions in 
an act, entitled ‘An act to establish a uniform rule of 
naturalization, and to repeal the act heretofore passed 
on that subject ; or may make the same, and renounce 
his-allegiance and: fidelity, according to the provision 
contained 'in the said act, within-—— days after pass- 
ing of this act.” 

- Whereupon, a motion was made by Mr. Srocx- 
TON, to amend the amendment, by striking out 
therefrom the words following: 

“ Or may make the same, and renounce his allegiance 
and -fidelity, according to the provision contained in 
the said act, within days after passing of this 
act.” 


And the motion to amend the amendment 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 14, nays 10, as 
follows: 

_.Yeas—“Messis. Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, 
Hillhouse, Hunter, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, North, 
Paine, Read, Stockton, and Tracy. 

. Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Laurance, Marshall, Martin, Mason, Tattnall, 
and Tazewell. 

On the question to agree to the amendment, as 
amended, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 20, 
nays 4, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Hillhouse, Hunter, 
Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, Ma- 
son, North, Stockton, Tattnall, Tazewell, and Tracy. 

Naxs—Messrs. Goodhue, Lloyd, Paine, and Read. 


And several other amendments being agreed to, 
Resolved, ‘That the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed. ` ; 


Wepnespay, May 30. 


The Vice Presipenr communicated a letter 
signed Samuel Meredith, with his account of re- 
ceipts and expenditures in the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment for the quarter ending the 31st of March 
last ; and the letter was read. 

Resolved, That the letter and account lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Cutpman presented the address of the may- 
or, aldermen, common council, and freemen, of 
the city of Vergennes, in the county of Addison, 
and State of Vermont, signed by Roswel Hopkins, 
mayor, and by the aldermen, common council, 
and a great number of freemen of the said city, 
declaring “their unequivocal approbation and 
applause of the conduct of the supreme Executive 
of the United States; particularly in respect to 
the measures for accommodating the subsisting 
differences with the French Republic ; their con- 
fidence in the united councils of our country, and, 
under the guidance of the Supreme Disposer of 
events, pledging their lives and fortunes to the last 
mite, to defend it against any nation on earth, 
which, with sacrilegious finger, shall dare touch 
the holy ark of our national rights;” and the ad- 
dress was read. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill concerning aliens. 

On motion, by Mr. Laurance, to subjoin the 
following to the end of the 11th section : 

“ And provided, That nothing in this act contained 
shall be construed to contravene any provision of any 
treaty subsisting between the United States and any 
foreign nation ;” 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 12, 
nays 12, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Hunter, Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, Mar- 
tin, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Lloyd, North, Paine, Read, 
Stockton, and Tracy. ; 

The Vice Presiwent determined the question 
in the affirmative. 

On motion, to agree to the eleventh section as 
amended— 

A motion was made, by Mr. Livermore, and 
it was agreed to divide the section as follows: 


“Suc. 11, And be it further enacted, That in casé 
any person ordered or adjudged to be transported, shall 
be found at large within the United States, after sen- 
tence of transportation pronounced, such alien shall be 
imprisoned and kept to hard labor for and during 
ife; 


_ And, on the question to agree to this division, 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, 
nays 6, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, 
Goodhue, Hillhouse, Hunter, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, 
North, Paine, Read, Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Livermore, Mar- 
shall, Mason, and Tazewell: 


And, after agreeing to other amendments, 


_ Resolved, That the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed. A : a 
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Mr. Laurance, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
providing for the relief of persons imprisoned for 
debts due to the United States,” reported the bill 
without amendment. 

Mr. L., from the same committee, to whom was 
also referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
' supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An act for the 


amendments; which were read. 

‘Mr. Hitiyouss, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
providing for the more effectual collection of cer- 
tain internal revenues of the United States,” 
reported amendments, which were considered and 
= agreed to; and, 

í Resolved, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing, as amended. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill concerning aliens. 


A motion was made. by Mr. Bincuaw, to re- 
store the words yesterday agreed to be struck out 


from the eleventh section, to wit: “nor to any 
alien merchant conforming to such regulations 
as the President of the United States shall pre- 
scribe ;” and, 

On motion, by Mr. Livermore, it was agreed 
to divide the question as follows: “nor to any 


alien merchant ;” and this division passed in the 


affirmative—yeas 14, nays 10, as follows: 


Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Brown, Foster, } 
Hunter, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, Mar- | 


tin, Mason, Read, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 


Nays—Messrs. Bloodworth, Chipman, Clayton, Good- 


hue, Hillhouse, Lloyd, North, Pame, Stockton, 
Tracy. 


And on motion to agree to the other division of 
the question, to wit: “conforming to such regu- 
lations as the President of the United States shall | 
prescribe,” it was determined in the negative— 


yeas 10, nays 14, as follows: 


Yxras-——Messrs. Bingham, Foster, Goodhue, Hil- | 
house, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, Read, Stockton, and | 


Tracy. 


Naxs-—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Chip- 
man, Clayton, Hunter, Livermore, Marshall, Martin, 


Mason, North, Paine. Tattnall, and Tazewell. 


On motion to reconsider the first division of the 
question last agreed to, it passed in the negative. 


Fripay, June 1. 


Mr. Norn presented the resolutions and ad- 


relief of persons imprisoned for debt,” reported | 


and | 


The bill.sent from the House of Representatives 
i for concurrence, entitled “ An act providing for 
| the more effectual collection of certain internal 
l revenues of the United States,” was read the third 
: time. 
| Ordered, That it be recommitted to the com- 
| mittee who brought in the report; together with 
| the bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
| for concurrence, entitled “An act to alter the 
‘time of making entry of stills, and for other pur- 
| poses.” to consider and report thereon to the 
| Senate. 
: A message from the House of Representatives 
| informed the Senate that the House have passed 
‘a bill entitled * An act for establishing and organ- 
izing a battalion of infantry, to he called the Ma- 
| rine Corps ;” and a bill entitled “An act to sus- 
pend the commercial intercourse between the 
United States and France, and the dependencies 
| thereof;” in which they desire the concurrence 
| of the Senate. ; 
| The bills were read and ordered to the second 
| reading. 
| The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
| bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
a entitled “ An act providing for the 
| relief of persons imprisoned for debts due to the 
| United States.” 
| Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. 
The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to whom was 
| referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
| sentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act sup- 
| plementary to an act entitled ‘ An act for the re- 
lief of persons imprisoned for debt ;” which being 
adopted, the bill was amended accordingly. 
| Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading, 
| asamended. 


| The Senate resumed the second reading of the 


i 
t 


| bill concerning aliens. 

| Ordered, That it be recommitted to the com- 
| mittee who brought in the bill, to consider and 
| report thereon to the Senate, and that Mr. Bine- 
HAM be of the committee, in place of Mr. Sepe- 
wick, absent on account of the ill state of his 
health. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Joseph Jamison, of Scioto river, and others, 
and to whom was also referred the bill to amend 
an act entitled “An act providing for the sale of 
the lands of the United States in the territor 
northwest of the river Ohio and above the pou 
iof Kentucky river; and, after debate, 
| Resolved, That the farther consideration thereof 
be postponed. 


H 
H 


dress of a numerous meeting of the inhabitants of | 
| Monpay, June 4. 


the city of Schenectady, in the State of New | 
Mr. Lioyp presented the address of a respecta- 


York, signed John. Sanders. chairman, declara- | 

tive of their warm and unequivocal approbation of | ble meeting of the inhabitants of Montgomery 
the measures adopted by the Government to main- | county, in the State of Maryland, signed Jere- 
tain astate of neutrality with the belligerent Pow- | miah Crabb, chairman; also, the resolutions of a 
ers of Europe; and ‘pledging their lives and for- | number of respectable inhabitants of the county 
tunes to support the laws and the liberties of their| of Washington, in the said State, declaring their 
country ; and the address was read. `| approbation of the conduct of the Executive of 
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the United States, and, in confidence on that be- 
neficent Providence whose interpositions in our 
favor have often been displayed, pledging their 
lives and fortunes in the defence of the Constitu- 
tion and Government of their country; and the 
address and resolutions were read. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act providing 
for the relief of persons imprisoned for debts due 
to the United States,’ was read the third time, 
and passed. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to an act entitled ‘ An act for the relief 
of persons imprisoned for debt?’ was read the 
third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

Mr. Brncuam, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
respecting Loan Office and final settlement certifi- 
cates, indents of interest, and the unfunded or 
registered debt, credited in the books of the Treas- 
ury,” reported amendments, which were read, 
adopted, and the bill was amended accordingly. 

` Resolved, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing, as amended. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to suspend 
the commercial intercourse between the United 
States and France, and the dependencies thereof,” 
was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Mr. GooDHUE 
and others, to whom was referred, on the 29th of 
November last, that part of the President’s Speech 
on measures for the security and protection of 
the commerce of the United States, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. 

.The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act for estab- 
pe and organizing a battalion of infantry, to 
be. called the Marine Corps,” was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, Nortu, and 
Lorn, to report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr, Livermore, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill respecting aliens, reported 
the bill with an amendment; which was read. 

‘Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

On motion, by Mr. MARTIN, 

<- Resolved, That the Senate will attend the fu- 
néral of Colonel Naruan Bryan, late a member 
of the House of Representatives of the United 
States, at nine o’clock to-morrow morning. 


Tusspay, June 5. ; 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT of tHE UNITED STATES: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and. ~ 
Gentlemen. of the House of Representatives : 

I now. transmit to both. Houses the communications 
from our Envoys.at Paris, received since the last, which 
have been presented by me to Congress. 

. “~. JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrren Sravres, June 5, 1798. Í 


: The Message and communications were read. 


Ordered, That five hundred copies thereof be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. Laurance notified the Senate that he 
should, to-morrow, move for leave to bring ina 
bill to punish frauds committed on the Bank of 
the United States. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the bill, 
sent from the House of Representatives for con- 
currence, entitled “ An act making appropriations 
for the Military Establishment for the year one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, and for 
other purposes.” 

On motion to agree to amend the first amend- 
ment reported to the bill, to be read as follows: 
“The sum of (including the sum of two 
hundred thousand dollars already appropriated on 
account,) be, and hereby is, appropriated ;” and it 
was determined in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays: 
2, as follows: 

Veas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Chipman, 
Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Hunter, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Martin, North,: 
Paine, Read, Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Mason and Tazewell. 


And, having agreed to further amendments re- 
ported by the committee, : l 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. 

Mr. Goopuvs, from the committee to whom: 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
to suspend the commercial intercourse between 
the United States and France, and the dependen 
cies thereof,” reported the bill amended. © 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa. 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act respectin 
Loan Office and final settlement certificates, in 
dents of interest, and the unfunded or registere 
debt credited in the books of the Treasury,” wa 
read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend 
ment. 


Weonespay, June 6. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act making. 
appropriations for the Military Establishment fo 
the year one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
eight, and for other purposes,” was read the thir 
time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee appointed: 
the 29th November last, on that part of the Speech: 
of the President of the United States which re-: 
spects measures for the security and protection of. 
the commerce of the United States, reported : 
bill authorizing the President of the United Stat 
to accept of any armed vessel, offered for the us 
of the United States; which bill was read, an 
ordered to the second reading. ; 
| The Senate took into consideration the report 

of the committee, to whom was referred the bill 
sent from the House of Representatives for con: 
currence, entitled “An act to suspend the com 
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mereial intercourse between the United States ! 

and France, and the dependencies thereof ;” which | 

dan amendment. on Marshall, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, and 
"| Tracy. 

3 i 

Resolved, That this bill pass to the third read- 


report being disagreed to, an 
motion, being adopted, 


ing. as amended. 


The Senate took into consideration the report | 
of the committee, to whom was referred the bill | 


concerning aliens; and, after debate, 


of be postponed. 


The bill authorizing the President of the Uni- 


ted States to accept of any armed vessels, offered | 


for the use of the United States, was read the 
second time. 

On motion, it was agreed, that the consideration 
thereof be postponed. 


A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate, that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John 
Vaughan,” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 


tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to sus- 


pend the commercial intercourse between the’ 


| 


Tuurspay, June 7. i 


Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, 
Hillhouse, Hunter, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, 


Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. 
' Mr. Hizisovss, from the committee to whom 
' was recommitted the bill, sent from the House of 
' Representatives for concurrence, entitled “An 


1 t a _ act providing for the more effectual collection of 
Ordered. That the further consideration there- | 


: certain internal revenues of the United States,” 


| reported the bill further amended; and the report 


| was adopted. 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 
| Mr. Hintaowss, from the committee, to whom 
; was also recommitted the bill, sent from the House 
| of Representatives for concurrence, entitled “ An 
‘act to alter the time of making entry of stills, and 
for other purposes,” reported the bill without fur- 
: ther amendment. 
A motion was made, by Mr. Mason, 
| «That a committee be appointed to inquire whether, 
| and when, it may be proper to close the present session 
| of Congress; and also into the propriety of altering the 
| time for the next annual meeting of Congress.” 

And it was agreed that this motion lie for con- 
: sideration. 


Fripay, June 8. 
The Senate took into consideration the motion 


United States and France, and the dependencies made yesterday, relative to closing the present 


» ird time: í aea : 
thereof,” was read the third time; and, being far- | session of Congress; which, being amended, was 


ther amended, i 3 
‘On the final passage of the bill, it was deter- agreed to; as-tollows - 


mined in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 4, as fol- 
lows: - i 

Ygas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Lati- 
mer, Laurance, Livermore, Martin, North, Paine, Read, . 
Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. f 

Nays—Messrs. Brown, Marshall, Mason, and Taze- | 
well. 3 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass with | 
amendmenis. j 
Mr. Laurance, agreeably to notice on the 5th. 
instant, obtained leave to bring in a bill to punish | 
frauds committed on the Bank of the United; 
States; which was read and ordered to the second i 
reading. i 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the į 
report of the committee to whom was referred l 
the bill concerning aliens; and the report being | 
amended. was agreed to; and the bill was amended - 
accordingly. : 
On motion, by Mr. TAZEWELL, further toamend ; 
the bill, by adding the following words to the end. 
of the third section, reported by the committee, to 
wit: 
“ Provided, That nothing in this act contained, shall : 
be construed to contravene any provision of any treaty | 
subsisting between the. United States and any foreign ` 
nation :” i 
It was determined in the negative—yeas 5, nays : 
16, as follows: oi Sl 
Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Mason, Tattnall, l 
and Tazewell. : : CaTa 


i 


| Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, LAURANCE, 
| Goopave, STOCKTON, and Parne, bea committee 
Í to inquire what business, of a public nature, may 
į require the attention of Congress, before its ad- 
: journment, and when it may be proper to close 


: the present session of Congress ; and also into the ` 


propriety of altering the time for the next annual. 
meeting of Congress, to consider and report there- 
on to the Senate. 2 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act to regulate and fix the 
compensations of the officers employed in collect- 
ing the internal revenues of the United States, 
and to insure more effectually the settlement of 
their accounts,” in which they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. They agree to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill, entitled “ An act. 
making appropriations for the Military Establish- 
ment, for the year one thousand seven hun- 


: dred and ninety-eight, and for other purposes;” 


with an amendment to the eighth amendment, in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 


_ referred the motion to amend the Rules for con- 


ducting business in the Senate, reported an addi- 
tion to the 19th rule; which wasread. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

Mr. Bincuam, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
supplementary to, and to amend: the act, entitled 
‘An act to establish an-uniform rule of naturali- 
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zation, and to repeal the act heretofore passed on | appointed the 29th of November last on that part 
that subject,” reported the bill amended; which {of the Speech of the President of the United 
amendment was read. i States, which respects measures for the security. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. | and protection of the commerce of the United 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- | States, to consider and report thereon to the. 
ment of the House of Representatives, to the | Senate. 
eighth amendment of the Senate, to the bill, enti-| Mr. Norta, from the committee to whom was. 
tled “ An act making appropriations for the Mili- | referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
tary Establishment, for the year one thousand | sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
seven hundred and ninety-eight, and for other; allowing an additional compensation to the Ac- 


purposes.” į countant of the War Department, for the year one 
Resolved, That they do agree to the said amend- | thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight,” report- 
ment to the amendment. | ed the bill without amendment; and, after debate, 
The bill concerning aliens was read the third| Ordered, That the further consideration there- 


time; and, | of be postponed, snd 
On motion, by Mr. Mason, the second clause of | The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
the first section’ reported by the committee was | tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to alter 
amended, to be read as follows: the time of making entry of stills, and for other. 
“ Which order shall be served on such alien, by de- | purposes ;” was resumed. ‘ : 
livering him a copy thereof, or leaving the same at his! Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 
usual abode.” i ` 


On motion by Mr. MARSHALL, to amend the! Monpay, June 11. 
second clause, in the first section of the bill as re- | The bill f the H fR t 
ported by the committee, to be read, as follows: | Be Ae onse Or r prosent 


tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to regu- 
late and fix the compensatians of the officers em: 
í 2 . , ployed in collecting the internal revenues of the 
And it was determined in the negative—yeas6, | United States, and to insure more effectually th 
nays 17, as follows: settlement of their accounts,” was read the seconé 
Yxas——-Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Marshall, | time, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, LIVERMORE 
Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. | and Srocxron, to consider and report thereon to 
Naxs——Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Clay- | the Senate. 
ton, Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance,} The Senate took into consideration the amen 
Livermore, Lloyd, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, Tatt- | ments reported by the committee to whom was’ 
nall, and Tracy. | referred the Lill, sent from the House of Repre 
On the final passage of the bill, the question was | sentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act sup- 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 7, as | plementary to and to amend the act, entitled ‘An 
follows: act to establish an uniform rule of naturalization: 
Yeas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, | aad to repeal the act heretofore passed on tha 
Goodhue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, | subject ;” and the report being agreed to, the bil 
Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, and| was amended accordingly. 
Tracy. Resolved, That this bill pass to the third read. 
Nays—Messrs, Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Mar- ing, as amended. i 
shall, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. A message from the House of Representatives 
So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it | informed the Senate that the House have agreed 
be engrossed ; and that the title thereof be “An | to the amendments of the Senate to the bill, enti 
act concerning aliens.” tled “An act to suspend the commercial inter 
The bill, sent from the House of ie Ee between the United States and France, 


Which order shail also express the cause of remo- | 
val: i 


tives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the | and the dependencies thereof,” with an amen 
relief of John Vaughan,” was read the second | ment, ia which they desire the concurrence o. 
time, and ordered, that it be referred to Messrs. | the Senate. They have appointed a committee 
Bineuam, Tracy, and Parne, to consider and re- | to inquire whether, and when, it may be prope 
port thereon to the Senate. to close the present session of Congress; and 
The bill last sent from the House of Represent- | also, into the propriety of altering the time for the 
atives for concurrence was read, and ordered to | next annual meeting of Congress; and have it- 
the second reading. structed them to confer thereon with a committee 
The bill to punish frauds committed on the | which they desire may be appointed on the pat 
Bank of the United States, was read. the second | of the Senate for the purpose. 
time, and referred to Messrs. Laurance, Stock-| |The Senate took into consideration the resol 
ron, and TAzEWELL, to consider and report there- | tion of the House of Representatives, appointi 
on to the Senate. | a committee to consider and confer on the proper 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the | time at which the present session may be close 
bill authorizing the President of the United States! . Resolved, That they do agree to the conferene 
to accept of any armed vessel offered for “the use | desired by the House of Representatives on th 
of the United States. ` eT aia < | first resolution, and. that Messrs. Tracy, La 
Ordered, That it be referred to the committee | Rance, Goonnus, Srocxron, and Pare, th 
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committee of the Senate, who were appointed on 


the 8th instant, for the purpose of a like inquiry, 


be managers of the said conference on the part of 
the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred 
the bill to amend an act, entitled “ An act provid- 
ing for the sale of the lands of the United States 
in the territory northwest of the river Ohio, and 
above the mouth of Kentucky river ;” and the re- 
port being disagreed to, 

Resolved, That this bill pass toa third reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the mo- 
tion to amend the rules for conducting business 
in the Senate. 

Resolved, That the consideration thereof be 
postponed. 


Torspay. June 12. 
Mr. Goopave, from the committee to whom 


was referred the bill authorizing the President of 


the United States to accept of any armed vessel 
offered for the use of the United States, reported 
an amendment, which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “ An act allowing an addi- 
tional compensation to the Accountant of the War 
Department. for the year one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-eight.” And, i 

Resolved, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until the next session of Con- 
gress. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to and to amend the act, entitled ‘An 
act to establish an uniform rule of naturalization, 
and to repeal the act herctofore passed on that 
subject,” was read the third time, 

On motion, by Mr. Axperson, to reduce the 
term of residence necessary to qualify an alien to 
become a citizen, by striking out “fourteen years” 
and inserting in the place thereof “seven years,” 
it was agreed that the motion should be divided, 
and that the question should be taken on striking 

“out; and this part of the motion was determined 
in the negative—yeas 10, nays 11, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Fos- 
ter, Marshall, Martin, Mason, North, Tattnall, and 
Tazewell. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Paine, Read, 
Stockton, and Tracy. 

On motion, by Mr. Anperson, to strike out 
these words, section Ist, line 3d: “the United 
States or of any State,” and insert in lieu thereof, 
“any one of the United States;” it was.agreed that 
the motion should be divided, and that the ques- 
tion should be taken on striking out; and thispart 


of the motion was determined in the negative— 


yeas 8, nays 13, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Mar- 


shall, Mason, North, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 
5th Con.—19 


Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Martin, 
Paine, Read, Stockton, and Tracy. 


And the bill being further amended, the ques- 
tion on the final passage thereof was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 13, nays 8, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Martin, 
Paine, Read, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Mar- 
shall, Mason, North, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass with 
amendments. 

Mr. Lavcrancs, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill to punish frauds committed 
on the Bank of the United States, reported the 
bill with amendments; which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

A motion was made, by Mr. Hittwouss, “ that 
a committee be appointed to consider whether 
any and what addition ought to be made to the 
compensation allowed by law to the officers of 
Government, whose official duties require them to 
reside at the seat of-Government;” and the motion 
was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

The bill to amend an act entitled “ An act pro- 
viding for the sale of the lands of the United 
States in the territory northwest of the river 
Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentucky river,” 
was considered, and, on motion by Mr. Foster, 
it was agreed that the further consideration 
thereof be postponed until Monday next. 


Wepnespay, June 13. 


Mr. Mason, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act provi- 
ding compensation for the marshals, clerks, attor- 
neys, jurors, and witnesses, in the courts of the 
United States, and to repeal certain parts of the 
acis therein mentioned, and for other purposes,” 
reported the bill with amendments. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the bill 
authorizing the President of the United States to 
accept of any armed vessels offered for the use 
of the United States. 

On motion, by Mr. ANpERson, to add at the 
end of the second section reported by the com- 
mittee— 

“And provided, also, That no vessel offered on loan, 
shall be accepted at a higher rate of interest (where 
interest shall be demanded) than six per cent. per an- 
num upon the principal, which shall be reimbursed at 
the pleasure of the Government of the United States ;” 

It passed in the negative—yeas 10, nays 12, as 
follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Howard, Lang- 
don, Marshall, Martin, Mason, North, Paine, and 
Tattnall. f f ` 

Nays-—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue; Hillhouse, Latimer, : Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, 
Read, Stockton, and Tracy. 
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On motion, by Mr. Mason, to add to the end! 
of the second section, “nor of greater force than 
guns to each;” it passed in the negative— | 
yeas 8, nays 15, as follows: 


Yuas—Messrs.Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Lang- 
don, Marshall, Martin, Mason, and Tattnall. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, and Tracy. 


On the question to agree to the second section 
of the bill reported by the committee, amended as 
follows: 


“Sze. 2. And beit further enacted, That it shall be 
lawful for the President, and he is hereby authorized, 
to receive, for the use of the United States, any vessel, 
armed or suitable to be armed, that may hereafter be 
built within the United States, and owned by any citi- 
zen or citizens of the United States, which may be of- 
fered to him, on such terms as he may deem beneficial 
to the public interest; which vessels shall be in addi- 
tion to those heretofore provided by any law of the Uni- 
ted States: Provided, That the vessels to be received 
by virtue of this section shall not exceed twelve in num- 
ber, nor be of less force than twenty guns, nine pound- 
ers, each vessel ;” 


It passed in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 7, as 
follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, 
and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, 
Langdon, Marshall, Mason, and Tattnall. 


And other amendments, reported by the com- 
mittee, being agreed to, the bill was amended ac- 
cordingly. 

Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading 
as amended. ; | 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “ An act to provide for the valuation of | 
lands and dwelling houses, and the enumeration | 
of slaves, within the United States ;” a bill, enti- 
tled “ An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act 
providing a naval armament ;’” and the act enti- ! 
tled “An act to authorize the President of the! 
United States to cause to be purchased or built a 
number of small vessels, to be equipped as gal- 
leys or otherwise ;” and a bill entitled “ An act to | 
authorize the defence of the merchant vessels of 
the United States against French depredations ;” 
in which bills they desire the concurrence of the 

Senate. 


Tuourspay, June 14, 


“The bills yesterday brought from the House of | 
Representatives for concurrence, were read, and 
ordered toa second reading. 


The. bill authorizing the President of the Uni-} 
téd States to accept of any armed vessels offered 
for the use of the United States, was read a third | 
time; and the question onthe final passage of this 
bill was determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, 
nays 7, as follows; on 


Yxras—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, 
and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Langdon, Mar- 
shall, Mason, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed; and that the title thereof be “An 
act authorizing the President of the United States 
to accept and receive vessels armed, or suitable to 
be armed, for the use of the United States, in ad- 
dition to thuse heretofore provided.” 

Mr. Goopnvs, from the committee appointed . 
on the 29th of November last, on that part of the 
Speech of the President of the United States 
which respects measures for the security and pro- 
tection of the commerce of the United States, re- 
ported a bill in addition to the act more effectually 
to protect the commerce and coasts of the United 
States; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the bill, 
sent from the House of Representatives for con- 
currence, entitled “An act providing compensa- 
tion for the marshals, clerks, attorneys, jurors, and 
witnesses, in the courts of the United States, and 
to repeal certain parts of the acts therein men- 
tioned, and for other purposes ;” and, after debate, 

Resolved, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed. 

Mr. Tracy, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to inquire whether, and when, it may be 
proper to close the present session of Congress; 
and, also, into the propriety of altering the time 
for the next annual meeting of Congress, made 
report; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 


Fripay, June 15. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to amend 
the act, entitled ‘ An act providing a Naval Ar- 
mament,” and the act, entitled “ An act to author- 
ize the President of the United States to cause to 
be purchased, or built, a number of small vessel 
to be equipped as galleys, or otherwise ;? was. 
read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committe 
appointed on the 29th of November last, on that 
part of the Speech of the President of the United 
States which relates to measures for the security’ 
and protection of the commerce of the United: 
States, to consider and report he reon to the 
Senate. : 

The bill, sent from the House of Represent 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to autho 
ize the defence of the merchant vessels of th 
United States against French depredations,” was’ 
read the second time, and referred to the las 
mentioned committee, to consider and re por 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to pro 
vide for the valuation of lands and dwelling 
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houses, and the enumeration of slaves within the | The bill last brought from the House of Repre- 
United States,” was read the second time, and | sentatives for concurrence was read, and ordered 
referred to Messrs. Reap, Paine, Stocxron, | to the second reading. 

Larimer, and HILLHOUSE, to consider and report} Mr. Brnenam presented the address of a nume- 
thereon to the Senate. rous meeting of the inhabitants of the borough 

A message from the House of Representatives | and county of Bedford, in the State of Pennsyl- 
informed the Senate that the House disagree to | vania, signed Hugh Barclay, chairman; and 
the first, and concur in the other amendment of | Mr. Howarp presented the address of a respect- 
the Senate, with an amendment to the bill, enti- | able meeting of the inhabitants of the upper part 
tled “An act providing for the more effectual | of Montgomery county, in the State of Maryland, 
collection of certain internal revenues of the | signed Aneas Campbell, chairman, stating, re- 
United States ;” they have passed a bill, entitled | spectively, their approbation of the conduct of the 
“ An act providing arms for the militia through- | Executive and Legislative branches of Govern- 
out the United States;” in which they desire the | ment, and pledging their support; and the ad- 
concurrence of the Senate. dresses were severally read. 

The bill, in addition to the act more effectually | The bill, in addition to the act more effectually 
to protect the commerce and coasts of the United | to protect the commerce and coasts of the United 
States, was read the second time. States, was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading.| The final passage of the bill, as amended, was 

: 2) > 

The bill last brought from the House of Re-| determined in the affirmative—yeas 15, nays 3, 
presentatives for concurrence was read, and or- | as follows: ý 
dered to the second reading. 

Mr. LLoyp notified the Senate that he should, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to allow to 
the Secretary of the Navy the privilege of frank- 
ing letters. i 

Mr. Binanam, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 
for the relief of John Vaughan,” reported the bill 
without amendment. 

Resolved, That the consideration thereof be 
postponed. 


Yeas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, 
Marshall, Martin, North, Paine, Read, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Langdon, Tattnall, and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed; and that the title thereof be “An 
act in addition to the act more effectually to pro- 
tect the commerce and coasts of the United 
States.” À 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act providing 
arms for the militia throughout the United 
States,” was read the second time, and referred 

Monpay, June 18. to Messrs. NortH, Curpman, and Howarp, to 

Mr. Lanepon presented the memorial of the | consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

inhabitants of the town of Portsmouth, in the] Mr. Goopnux, from the committee to whom 


State of New Hampshire, signed by Daniel was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 

Rindge and others, stating the exposed situa- presentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to 

tion of their port, and praying that measures may | amend the act, entitled ‘An act providing a Nä- 

be taken for its immediate defence; and the peti- | yal Armament > and the act, entitled “ An act to 

tion was read. authorize the President of the United States to 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Secretary | cause to be purchased, or built,a number of small 
| 


for the Department of War, to consider and re- | vessels, to be equipped as galleys, or otherwise ;” 
port thereon to the Senate. ; reported the bill without amendment. i 
n a mesage no et ees of AN rae Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. 
informed the Senate that the House have passe ; ; 

P Mr. Goopnur, from the committee to whom 


i i t 
a ie Lemar a was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
? z presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act 


E, aR hee date he Ge to authorize the defence of the merchant vessels 
the Senate of the United States against French depreda- 
ier ; tions,” reported the bill amended ; and the amend- 
The following Message was received from the nients were tead 
Presient or Tar Unirep Srares : Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 
Gentlemen of the Senate and The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : tions of the House of Representatives on the 
I now transmit to Congress the despatch No. 8, | amendment of the Senate to the bill, entitled. “An 
from our Envoys Extraordinary to the French Repub- | act providing for the more effectual collection of 
lic, which was received at the Sceretary of State’s | certain internal revenues of the United States.” 
office on "Thursday, the fourteenth day of this month. Resolved, That they insist on their first amend- 
: JOHN ADAMS. | ment disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
Unirea Srarzs, June 18, 1798. tives, and disagree to the other amendments of the 
. The Message and despatch were read. House of Representatives to the amendments of 
Ordered, That five hundred copies thereof be | the Senate, ask a conference on the disagreeing 
printed for the:use of the Senate. votes of the two Houses, and that Messrs. Hiku- 
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on the part of the Senate. f 
Conformably to notice given on the 15th instant, 
Mr. Luovp had leave to bring in a bill to allow to 
the Secretary of the Navy the privilege of frank- | 
ing letters; which bill was read, and ordered to | 
the second reading. 


= 
nousté and Parne be managers at the conference 
i 
| 
i 


Turspay, June 19. 


Mr. Goopuvus, from the committee tu whom | 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act | 
for the relief of sick and disabled seamen, reported | 
the bill amended ; and the amendments were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act to amend 
the act, entitled ‘An act providing a Naval Arma- 
ment ;” and the act, entitled “ An act to authorize 
the President of the United States to cause to be 
purchased or built a number of small vessels, to 
be equipped as galleys, or otherwise,” was read the 
third time; and the final passage of the bill was | 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 2, as | 
follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Brown, Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Liv- 
ermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Martin, Mason, North, Paine, 
Read, Stockton, Tattnall, and Tracy. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bloodworth and Tazewell. 


Resolved, That this bill pass. i 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa- | 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to, and to amend the act entitled “ An 
act authorizing the President of the United States | 
to raise a provisional army,” was read the second | 
time, and amended. : 
Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading, | 


as amended. ; 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that: they insist on their 
amendments to the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill, entitled “An act providing for the more | 
effectual collection of certain internal revenues of | 
the United States,” and agree to the proposed con- 
ference thereon, and have appointed managers at ; 
the same on their part. “‘They have passed a “ Re- | 
solution authorizing the printing and distributing, | 
throughout the United States, a certain number of 
copies of the instructions to, and despatchés from, 
the Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipo- | 
tentiary to the French Republic ;” in which they | 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. i 

The resolution was read. 

‘Resolved, That the consideration thereof be | 


The bill to extend the privilege of franking let- 
ters and packets to the Secretary of the Navy was 
read a second time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass toa third reading. 


Wepnespay, June 20. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to,and to amend the act. entitled ‘An 
act authorizing the President of the United States 
to raise a provisional army,” was read a third time; 
and, on motion, the amendment made yesterday 
to the bill was considered; and the final passage 
of the bill was determined in the affirmative— 


| yeas 16, nays 5, as follows: 


Yras—Messrs. Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, 
Marshall, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Stockton, and 
Tracy. 

Naxys—Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Langdon, Ma- 
son, and Tattnall. 


So it was resolved that this bill pass. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for econcuerence, entitled “An act to author- 
ize the defence of the merchant vessels of the 
United States against French depredations,” was 
read a third time; and the final passage of the bill, 


| as amended, was determined in the affirmative— 
| yeas 16, nays 3, as follows: 


Yeas~—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read; Stockton, 
and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Brown, Langdon, and Mason. 


So it was resolved that this bill pass, as amended. 

The bill to extend the privilege of franking let- 
ters and packets to the Secretary of the Navy was 
read a third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be engrossed ; 
and that the title thereof be, “An act to extend 
the privilege of franking letters and packets to the ` 


| Secretary ofthe Navy.” 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to whom was - 
referred the billsent from the House of Represen- 
tatives for concurrence, entitled “An act for the 
relief of sick and disabled seamen;” and, after 
debate, 

Resolved, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “ An act for the relief of John. 
Vaughan,” and, after debate, 

Ordered, That it be recommitted, and that the ` 


postponed. | committee be instructed to report a state of facts. 
The atnendments reported by the committee to; . The resolution, yesterday sent from the House 
whorn was referred the bill, sent from the House | of Representatives for concurrence, providing that 
of Representatives for concurrence, entitled “ An | the instructions to, and despatches from, the En- 
act to authorize the defence of the merchant ves- | voys to the French Republic, be printed, was con- 
sels of the United States against French depreda- | sidered; and 
tions,” were agreed to; and the bill was amended! Resolved, That the Senate do concur therein: 
accordingly. ao Mr. Bineuam presented the memorial of Thos. 
Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading | M’Kean and others, praying that measures may 
as amended. © ` be taken to encourage the printing of the Journals ~ 
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of Congress; and the memorial was r 
dered to lie on the tabler 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, entitled “ An act providing compen- 
sation for the marshals, clerks, attorneys, jurors, 
and witnesses, in the Courts of the United States, 
and to repeal certain parts of the acts therein men- 
tioned, and for other purposes;” and, after debate, 

Resolved, That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until the next session of Con- 
gress. 


ead, and or- 


Tuurspay, June 21. 


referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to pro- 
wide for the valuation of lands and dwelling- 
‘houses, and the enumeration of slaves, within the 
United States,” reported amendments, which were 
read; and, ; 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
“ment reported by the committee to whom was re- 
erred the bill to punish frauds committed on the 
ank of the United States. : 

On the question to agree to the report, in the 

words following: “ At the end of the bill add, nor 

more than ——~ years, or shall be imprisoned not 

exceeding years, and fined not exceeding 
dollars,” it was determined in the affirma- 

tive—yeas 19, nays 1, as follows: . 

Yxuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 

hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, 

‘Livermore, Marshall, Martin, Mason, North, Paine, 

Read, Stockton, Tazewell, and Tracy. 

Nay—Mr. Lloyd. 


On motion, that this bill pass to the third 
reading, it was determined in the affirmative— 
eas 14, nays 6, as follows: 


Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
‘hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, 
North, Paine, Read, Stockton, and Tracy. 


in, Mason, and Tazewell. 


The following Message was received from the 
RESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and . 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


While I congratulate you on the arrival of General 
arshall, one of our late Envoys Extraordinary to the 
rench Republic, at a place of safety, where he is 
ustly held in honor, I think it my duty to communi- 
ate to you a letter received by him from Mr. Gerry, 
the only one of the three who has not received his 
congé. This letter, together with another, from the 
Minister of Foreign Relations to him, of the third of 
‘April, and his answer of the fourth, will show the 
situation in which he remains; his intentions and 
‘ospects. 
I presume that, before this time, he has received | 
esh instructions, (a copy of which accompanies this | 
essage,) to consent to no loans, and, therefore, the. 
egotiation may be considered at an end. : : 
d_will never send another Minister to France without 
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| 


Mr. Reap, from the committee to whom was | 


g 
Nays—Messrs. Brown, Langdon, Livermore, Mar- | 


| ing aliens.” 


| 
i 


| assurances that he will be received, respected, and 
honored, as the representative of a great, free, power- 
ful, and independent nation. 
JOHN ADAMS, 
Unirep Srarzs, June 21, 1798. 
The Message and documents were read. 
Resolved, That five hundred copies thereof be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
(a bill, entitled “ An act making an appropriation 
for the expenses incident to the new regiment of 
artillerists and~engineers, during the year one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight;” in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee appointed 
the 29th of November last, on that part of the 
| Speech of the President of the United States, 
which respects the security and protection of com- 
merce, reported a bill, declaring void the treaties 
between the United States and the French Re- 
public; which was read, and ordered to the second 
| reading. : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
| informed the Senate that the House concur in 
| the bill, passed in the Senate, entitled “ An act 
| concerning aliens,” with amendments; in which 
| they desire concurrence. 

| The amendments were read, and ordered to lie 
for consideration. 


| 


Frinay, June 22. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act making an 
| appropriation for the expenses incident to the new 
| regiment of artillerists and engineers, during the 
year one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
eight,” was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
| Norta, and Howarp, to consider and report 
| thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
sent from the Senate, entitled “An act concern- 


Resolved, That they do concur in the amend- 
ments. 

The bill to declare the treaties between. the 
United States and the Republic of France void, 
and of no effect, was read the second time. 

Resolved, That the further consideration-thereof 


| be postponed.. 


The bill to punish frauds committed on the 
Bank of the United States was read the third time, 
and, being amended, the question on the. final 
passage of the bill was determined in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 15, nays 6, as follows: 

Yzss—Mesers. Bingham, Chipman, Foster; Goöd- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer; Laurance; Lloyd, 
Marshall, North, Paine, Read, ‘Stockton, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Brown, Langdon, Livermore, Mar- 
tin, Mason, and Tazewell. : z 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
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þe: engrossed; and that the title thereof be “An 
act to punish frauds committed on the Bank of 
the United States.” 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to 
provide for the valuation of lands and dwelling- 
houses, and the enumeration of slaves, within the 
United States ;” which were agreed to. 

Resolved, That this bill be recommitted to the 
committee who reported the amendments. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled an 
“Act to authorize the defence of the merchant 
vessels of the United States against French de- 
predations,? with amendments; in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 


Saturpay, June 23. 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act to authorize the defence of the merchant 
vessels of the United States against French depre- 
dations.” 

Resolved, That they do concur therein. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a reso- 
lution authorizing the President of the Senate 
and Speaker of the House of Representatives to 
ate their respective Houses on the 9th day of 
July next: in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to declare the treaties between the United 
States and the Republic of France void and of no 
effect, 

On motion to agree to the enacting clause, in 
the words following: 


“Sno. 1. Be it therefore enacted, by the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Treaty of 
Amity and Commerce, and the Treaty of Alliance, be- 
tween the United States and the French Government, 
concluded on the 6th day of February, one thousand 
séven hundred and seventy-eight, and the Consular 
Convention between the same parties, concluded on 
the fourteenth of November, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and eighty-eight, under existing circumstances, 

. ought to be, and are hereby declared, void and of no 
effect, and shall no. longer be binding on the Govern- 
ment-and citizens of the United States :” 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, 
nays 3, as follows: 

Yuras—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
‘hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, 
and Tracy. y 

Naxs~-Messrs: Brown, Langdon, and Mason. 

On motion, by Mr. Marrin, that the further 
‘eonsideration of: this bill be postponed to the next 
session of Congress, it passed in the negative— 
yeas 5, nays 13, as follows: , 


Yxras—Messrs. Brown, Langdon, Martin, Mason, 
and Tazewell. i 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Laurance, Lloyd, North, 
Paine, Read, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

On the passage of the bill to the third reading, 
the question was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 13, nays 5, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Laurance, Lloyd, North, 
Paine, Read, Sedgwick, and Tracy. : 

Naxs—Messrs. Brown, Langdon, Martin, Mason, 
and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill be read the 
third time. 

Mr. Lioyp notified the Senate that he should, 
on Monday next, ask leave to bring in a bill to 
define more particularly the crime of treason, and 
to define and punish the crime of sedition. 


Monpay, June 25. 


The bill to declare the treaties between the 
United States and the Republic of France void 
and of no effect, was read the third time; and the 
final passage of the bill was determined in the 
affirmative—yeas 14, nays 5, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, 
North, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

Nars—-Messrs. Brown, Langdon, Martin, Mason, 
and Tazewell. 

Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- 
grossed ; and that the title thereof be,“ An act to 
declare the treaties between the United States and 
the Republic of France void and of no effect.” 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represen- 
tatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act making 
an appropriation for the expenses incident to the 
new regiment of artillerists and engineers during 
the year one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
eight,” reported the bill amended ; which was read 
and adopted. 

Resolved, That this bill pass to the third reading, 
as amended. 

Mr. Reap, from the committee to whom was- 
recommitted the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to 
provide for the valuation of lands and dwelling- ; 
houses, and the enumeration of slaves, within the :; 
United States,” reported that the bill pass without 
any additional amendments. 

A message from the House of Representatives. * 
informed the Senate that the House have passed ~ 
a bill, entitled “ An act providing for the enumera- ` 
tion of the inhabitants of the United States ;” and 
a bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the act. 
entitled ‘An act to provide an additional arma-. 
ment for the further protection of the trade of the. 
United States, and. for other purposes ;? in which 
bills. they. desire the concurrence of the Senate.: 
They have passed the bill, sent from the Senate for- 
concurrence, entitled “An act in addition to the; 
act more effectually to. protect. the commerce and 
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coasts of the United States,” with amendments;' On motion, by Mr. Livermors, to refer this 
in which they desire the concurrence of the; motion to a committee, it was determined in the 


Senate. 


The bills last brought up from the House of 


Representatives for concurrence were read, and 
ordered to the second reading. 


The amendments of the House of Representa- 


tives to the bill, entitled “An act in addition to 
the act more effectually to protect the commerce į 
and coasts of the United States,” were read. i 
Resolved, That they be referred to the commit- | 
tee who originally brought in the bill, to consider | 
and report thereon to the Senate. : 
Mr. Reap presented the resolutions of the in-' 
habitants of Georgetown, in the State of South | 
Carolina, declarative of their confidence in, and , 
apes of, the measures of Government, and | 
pledging their lives and fortunes in the defence of | 
the rights of their country; and the resolutions | 
were read. : 
The Senate took into consideration the resolu- | 
tion of the House of Representatives of the 23d. 
instant, authorizing an adjournment of Congress. | 
Resolved, That the further consideration thereof | 
be postponed until Tuesday the 3d of July next. | 
The Senate took into consideration the report ; 
of the committee to whom was referred the mo- į 
tion to amend the rules for conducting business in . 
the Senate, which was agreed to. Whereupon, . 
Resolved, That the following be added to the: 
19th rule: j 
“ And in case a less number than a quorum of the | 
Senate shall convene, they are hereby authorized to, 
send the Sergeant-at-Arms, or any other person or per- | 
sons, by them authorized, for any or all absent mem- į 
bers, as the majority of such members present shall | 
agree, at the expense of such absent members respec- | 
tively, unless such excuse for non-attendance shall be | 
made, as the Senate, when a quorum is convened, shall | 
judge sufficient; and in that case the expense shall be | 
paid out of the contingent fund. And this rule shall | 
apply as well to the first convention of Senate, at the | 
legal time of meeting, as to each day of the session, | 
after the hour has arrived to which the Senate stood 
adjourned.” 


A message from the House of Representatives | 
informed the Senate that the House agree to all. 
the amendments of the Senate to the bull, entitled | 
“ An act to alter the time of making entry of stills, | 
and for other purposes,” except to the last, to: 
which they disagree. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the: 
report of the committee to whom was recommitted | 
the bill, sent from the House of Representatives, | 
entitled “An act to provide for the valuation of | 
lands and dwelling-houses, and the enumeration ; 
of slaves, within the United States;” and, after! 
progress, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof | 
bė postponed. 


a Tuespay, June 26. | 
© Agreeably tonotice yesterday, Mr. LLoyp moved | 
for leave to bring in a bill to define, more particu- 

arly, the crime of treason, and to define and pun- 
-ish-the crime of sedition. 


: negative—yeas 4, nays 17, as follows: 

__ Yeas—-Massrs. Bingham, Langdon, Livermore, and 
; Lloyd. 

:  Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Chipman, Foster, 
: Goodhue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Mar- 
: tin, Mason, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, Stockton, Taze- 
| well, and Tracy. 

On the question for leave to bring in the bill, it 
was determined in the affirmative—yeas 14, nays. 
8, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, North, 
Paine, Read, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Naxys—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Brown, Lang- 
don, Livermore, Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. 

So the bill was brought in, and read the first 
time. 

On the question to agree to the second reading 
of the bill, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 14, nays 8, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, North, 
Paine, Read, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Brown, Lang- 
don, Livermore, Martin, Mason, and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass to the 
second reading. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill, entitled “ An act respecting alien enemies ;” 
and a bill, entitled “An act to enable the President 
of the United States to borrow money for the pub- 
lie service ;” in which bills they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The bills last mentioned were read, and ordered 
to the second reading. l 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act making an appropriation for the 
expenses incident to the new regiment of artille- 
rists and engineers, during the year one thousand 


; seven hundred and ninety-eight.” was read the 


third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Goopuue, from the committee to whom 
was referred the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill entitled “An actin 
addition to the act more effectually to protect the 
commerce and coasts of the United States,” ré- 
ported that the amendments be adopted. 

Resolved, That the Senate do concur in the 
amendments to the bill last mentioned. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act supplementary to the act enti- 
tled ‘An act to provide an additional armament 
for the further protection of the trade of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” was tead 
the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed the 29th of November last, on that part 
of the Speech of the President of the United 
States respecting measures for the security and 
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protection of the commerce of the United States, | to define more particularly the crime of treason, 


to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 
‘Mr. Nortn, from the committee to whom was 

referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 

sentatives, entitled “An aet providing arms for 


ported the bill without amendment. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act providing for the enumeration 
of the inhabitants of the United States,” was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. READ, 
Laurance, Parne, Tracy, and Bincuam, to con- 
sider and report thereon to the Senate. 

On request, the Vice Presipent was excused 
from attendance in Senate for the remainder of 
the session. 


Weonespay, June 27. 
The Vice Presipent being absent, the Senate 


proceeded to the choice of a President pro tem- | 


pore, as the Constitution provides, and THEODORE 
EDGWICK was duly elected. 
>, The bill to define more particularly the crime 
of treason, and to define and punish the crime of 
sedition, was read the second time. 
_. On motion, that this bill be committed, it passed 
in the affirmative—yeas 15, nays 6, as follows: 
Yzuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, 
North, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 
WNaxs—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Langdon, Liver- 
more, Martin, and Mason. 
` Ordered, That this bill be referred to Messrs. 
“Lior, Tracy, Srocxron, Cuipman, and READ, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 


and to define and punish the crime of sedition, to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. 
/ The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


J report of the committee to whom was referred 
the militia throughout the United States,” re~” 


the bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “ An act to provide for 
the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses, and 
the enumeration of slaves, within the United 
States;” and, after progress, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereot 
be postponed. 

The following Message was received from the 
Presipent or THe Unirep Srares:, 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I have received a letter from his Excellency Thomas 
Mifflin, Governor of Pennsylvania, enclosing some 
documents, which I judge it my duty to lay before 
| Congress without loss of time. 

As my opinion coincides entirely with that of his 
Excellency the Governor, I recommend the subject to 
the consideration of both Houses of Congress, whose 
| authority alone appears to me adequate to the occasion. 

JOHN ADAMS. 
Uxrren States, June 27, 1798. 
| The Message and papers therein referred to 
| were read. . 
Ordered, That they be committed to Messrs. 
| Bincnam, SrocxKrTon, and Reap, to report thereon 
| by bill or otherwise. 


į 


* 


Tuurspay, June 28. 


| The bill, sent from the House of Representa- ° 
i tives for concurrence, entitled “An act author- 


A message from the House of Representatives | izing the grant and conveyance of a certain lot of 
informed the Senate that the House have passed | ground to Elie Williams,” was read the second 
a bill entitled “ An act authorizing the grant and | time, and referred 1o Messrs. Brown, Parne, and 
conveyance of a certain lot of ground to Elie | TRacy, to consider and report thereon to the 
Williams;” in which they desire the concurrence | Senate. í 
ofthe Senate. | Mr. Bineuam, from the committee to whom 

The bill last brought up from the House of ; was referred the bill sent from the House of Rep- 
Representatives was read, and ordered to the | resentatives, entitled “An act limiting the time 


Second reading. 
Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 


| within which claims against the United States 
| for credits on the books of the Treasury, may be 


-was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- presented tor allowance,” reported the bill with- 
presentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act | out amendment. ; 
supplementary to the act entitled ‘An act to pro-| , The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
vide an additional armament for the further pro- | tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act supple- 
tection of the trade of the United States, and for | mentary to the act, entitled ‘An act to provide 
other. purposes,” reported the bill without amend- | an additional armament for the further protec- 
ment; which was agreed to. ‘tion of the trade of the United States, and for 
Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading, other purposes,” was read the third time; and 
The dill, sent from the House of Representatives amended. . 
for concurrence, entitled.“ An act to enable the. On the question to agree to the final passage of 
President of the United States to borrow money | the bill as amended, it was determined in the af- 
forthe public service,” was read the second time, | firmative—yeas 17, nays 4, as follows: : 
and.referred. to. Messrs. STOCKTON, Tracy, and : Yxuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
BingHam, to consider and report thereon to the | hue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 


Senate. 


for concurrence, entitled.“ An act respecting alien 
enemies,” was read the second time. 
Ordered, ‘That. it be referred to Mr. LLOYD, 


and others, the committee appointed on the bill | 


: | more, Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, 
The bill, sent from the House of Representatives | 


Stockton, and Tracy. 
Naxs-~Messrs. Anderson, Langdon, Mason, and 
Tazewell. 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 
Mr. Binenam, from the. committee to whom 
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was referred the Message of the President of the 
United States, of the 27th instant, and the papers 
accompanying the same, reported a bill to author- 
ize the President to prevent and regulate the land- 
ing of French passengers and other persons, who 
may arrive within the ports of the United States, 
from foreign places; which bill was read, and, by 
unanimous consent, it was read the second time. 
Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. 


Fripay, June 29. 


The Senate took into consideration the report | 


of the committee to whom was referred the bill, 
sent from the House of Representatives for con- 
currence, entitled “ An act providing arms for the 
militia throughout the United States ;” and, hav- 
ing adopted the report, : 

Resolved, That this bill pass toa third reading. 

The bill to authorize the President to prevent 
and regulate the landing of French passengers, 
and other persons, who may arrive within the 
United States from foreign places, was read the 
third time. 

On motion, to amend the proviso to the fourth 
section to read as follows: 

« Provided That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to prohibit the migration or importation of such 
persons as any State may think proper by law to admit, 
nor to such persons whose admission may be prohibited 
-by the respective States :” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 3, nays 
17, as follows: . 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Mason, and Tazewell. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 
-house, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 


more, Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, | 


Stockton, and Tracy. 
: On motion, by Mr. Mason, to strike out these 
words from the preamble: 

“The peculiar circumstances of the United States, 
tin relation to the Republic of France, and the citizens 


thereof, require that, whilst the United States have afford- : 


sed hospitality and protection to Frenchmen who have 
sought an asylum in this country,they should, on the other 
‘hand, guard against the arrival and admission ofsuch evil 
disposed persons as, by their machinations, may endan: 
-ger the internal safety and tranquillity of the country ;” 
in order to insert the following words: ‘It is repre- 
sented that, on the evacuation of Port au Prince by the 
British troops, a number of French white men and ne- 


groes were put on board of vessels bound to the United | 


| And the bill being further amended, by striking 
| out the reqaainder of the preamble, 

| Resolved, That the consideration of this bill be 
| postponed until to-morrow. 


Saturpay, June 30. 


The Senate resumed the third reading of the 

bill to authorize the President to prevent or regu- 
| late the landing of French passengers, and other 
| persons, who may arrive within the ports of the 
| United States from foreign places. 
On motion, by Mr. Marti, one of the majority 
iin favor of the exception yesterday agreed to, 
namely, “except children under the age of twelve 
| years, and women, in cases especially authorized 
| by the President,” that it be reconsidered, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 6, nays 15, as 
| follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Hillhouse, Howard, Lloyd, Martin, 
and Read. : 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Foster, 
| Goodhue, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, 
| North, Paine, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tazewell, and 
Tracy. 

Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- 
grossed; and that the title thereof be “ An act to 
| authorize the President to prevent or regulate the 
| landing of French passengers, and other persons, 
who may arrive within the ports of the United 
States from foreign places.” 
| The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
| bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
| titled “An act to provide for the valuation of 
i lands and dwelling-houses, and the enumeration 
i of slaves, within the United States.” 

On motion, by Mr. Paine, to agree to the fol- 
lowing amendment to the proviso in the eighth 
| section, “ And all uncultivated lands, except such 
‘as make part or parcel of a farm, and except 
| wood lots, used or reserved for the purposes of 
' fuel, fencing, lumber, or building :” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 10, 
nays 11, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Good- 
| hue, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Paine, Sedgwick, 
nd Stockton. 

Nays—Messrs. Foster, Hillhouse, Howard, Lang- 
: don, Lloyd, Martin, Mason, North, Read, Tazewell, 
| and Tracy. 

! On motion, by one of the majority, to recon- 
| sider and restore the following words, struck out 


States, some of which have arrived, and others may be | from the end of the proviso to the eighth:see- 
shortly expected, and it is deemed dangerous to admit | tion: “or which, at the time of making the ‘said 
indiscriminately such persons into the United States:” | valuation or enumeration, shall not have~been 
It was agreed to divide the motion, and that the | assessed for, nor be then held liable to, taxation 
words should be struck out; and, on the question | under the laws of the State wherein the same.is, 
to agree to the substitute, it was determined in | or may be, situated or possessed, shall be exempted 
the negative—yeas 10, nays 10, as follows: | from the afcresaid valuation and. enumeration :” 
Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Langdon, Lau- | It was determined in the negative—yeas 6, 
tance, Livermore, Martin, Mason, North, Read, and | nays 14, as follows: 
Tazewell. | Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Foster, Howard, Latimer, ° 


+ Nays—Messrs. Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, How- 
ard, Latimer, Lloyd, Paine, Sedgwick, Stockton, and 
tacy. 


“Rothe amendment was lost. 


Laurance, and North. Celene 2a" 

Naxys—Messrs.. Brown, Chipman, Goodhue; | Hill- 
house, Langdon, Livermore, Lloyd, Martin, Mason, 
Paine, Read, Sedgwick, Tazewell, and Tracy. 


` 
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Yuas—Messrs. Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Martin, Mason, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, 
and Tazewell. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Foster, Goodhue, 

. Hillhouse, Laurance, North, and Tracy. 


On motion, by Mr. Brown, to strike out of that 
part of the eighth section which respects the enu- 
meration of slaves these words, “above the age 
of twelve, and under the age of fifty, years:” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 10, 
nays 11, as follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, North, and 
Sedgwick. : 

Naxs—Messrs. Foster, Howard, Langdon, Liver- 
more, Martin, Mason, Paine, Read, Stockton, Tazewell, 
and Tracy. 


The report of the committee having been 
agreed to, and the bill amended accordingly, 
Resolved, That it pass to the third reading as 
_ amended. 
Mr. HILLHOUSE, from the managers on the 


part of the Senate, appointed to confer with the- 


managers on the part of the House of Represen- 
tatives, on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill, entitled “An act providing for 
the more effectual collection of certain internal 
revenues of the. United States,” made report, 
which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

Mr. Tracy notified the Senate that he should, 
on Monday next, ask leave to bring in a bill to 
alter and amend the act making alterations and 
amendments in the Treasury and War Depart- 
ments, and to alter and amend the act entitled 
“ An act to establish the office of Purveyor of 
Public Supplies.” 


Monnay, July 2. 


Joun Rurserrurp, from the State of New 
Jersey, attended. 

_ The. Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing 
to their amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
to-alter the time of making entry of stills, and for 
other purposes.” 

Resolved, That they do insist on their said 
amendment, and ask a conference thereon, and 
that Messrs. HittHouse and Parne be the mana- 
gers ‘at the same on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HiLugouse reported, from the managers 
on the part. of the Senate appointed to confer 
with the managers on the part of: the House of 
Representatives on the differing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill, entitled “An act providing 
for the more effectual “collection of certain inter- 
nal revenues of the United States:”. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Senate do recede from 


+~Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 


Mr. Luoyp, from the committee to whom was 3 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives, entitled “An act respecting alien ene- 
mies,” reported the bill with amendments, which 
were adopted, and the bill was amended accord- 
ingly. ; 

Resolved, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ipg as amended. 
/ Mr. Luoyp, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill to define more particularly the 
crime of treason, and to define and punish the: 
crime of sedition, reported amendments; which 
were read. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act to lay and collect a direct tax’ 
within the United States,” in which they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. $ 

The bill was read, and it was, by unanimous 
| consent, read the second time. ; 
Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. STOCK- 
| Ton, Laurance, Rean, BINGHAM, and LATIMER; 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa 
„tives, entitled “An act to provide for the valua: 
tion of lands and dwelling-houses, and the enume 
ration of slaves, within the United States,” wa: 


read the third time. 

On motion, to restore these words in the pro 
vision for the valuations of lands and town lots 
struck out of the eighth section, line 21st, to wit 
“might be sold for immediate payment,” it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 8, nays 14, as 
follows: zi 

Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Howard, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, North, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Langdon, Lloyd, Martin, „Mason, Paine, Read, 
Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

On motion, by Mr. Lavrancr, to agree to the 
following amendment in the proviso to the eighth 
section ; “and all uncultivated lands, except such 
as make a part or parcel of a farm, and except 
wood lots used or reserved for the purposes of 
fuel, fencing, lumber. or building,” it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 12, as fo 
lows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, La 
mer, Laurance, Livermore, Paine, Rutherfurd, Sedg- 
wick, and Stockton. a 

Naxs—Messrs. Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, How- 
ard, Langdon, Lloyd, Martin, Mason, North, Read; 
Tazewell, and Tracy. 

On motion, by Mr. Reap, the following ament 
ment was agreed to: after “same,” in the 7t 
line of second section, “in default of taking whic 
oath or affirmation before entering on the di 
charge of the duties aforesaid, the party failing 
shall forfeit and pay two hundred dollars for the 
use of the United States, to be recovered in an: 
court, having competent jurisdiction, with cost of 
suit. l es 
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words, “above the age of twelve, and under the 


tive—yeas 11, nays 11, as follows: 

Yzss-~Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Good- 
hue, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Lioyd, North, Ru- 
therfurd, and Sedgwick. 

Naxys—Messrs. Foster, Howard, Langdon, Liver- 
more, Martin, Mason, Paine, Read, Stockton, Taze- 
well, and Tracy. 

So the motion was lost. 

The question, on the final passage of the bill, 
was unanimously determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 22, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Chipman, Foster, 
Goodhue, Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Lau- 
tance, Livermore, Lloyd, Martin, Mason, North, Paine, 
Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tazewell, and 
Tracy. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 


Tusspay, July 3. 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represen- 
tatives, entitled “ An act for the establishing and 
organizing a battalion of infantry, to be called 
the Marine Corps,” reported amendments, which 
were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred the 
“pill to define more particularly the crime of trea- 
son, and to define and punish the erime of sedition ; 
and, having agreed to the report, the bill was 
amended accordingly; and the question to agree 
‘to the third reading of the bill, as amended, was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 5, as 
ollows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liv- 
‘ermore, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Rutherfurd, Sedg- 
wick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Langdon, Mason, 
and Tazewell. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
ives, entitled “An act providing arms for the 

ilitia throughout the United States,” was read 
he third time, and passed. 

_ A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill entitled “An act further to protect the com- 
merce of the United States,” in which they de- 
sire the concurrence of the Senate.. 

| The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, 
it was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Mr. Goopuus, 
and others, appointed the 29th of November last, 
n that part of the Speech of the President of.the 
nited States which respects measures for the 
ecurity and protection of the commerce thereof, 
ô. consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the Senate 
ook into consideration the «resolution sent from 


On motion, by Mr. Laurance, to strike out of | 
the provision, for the enumeration of slaves, these of Congress o 


the House of Representatives for the adjournment 
n the 9th instant. 
Resolved, That the consideration thereof. be 


age of fifty years, it was determined in the nega- | postponed until Saturday next. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 
proposed conference on the bill entitled “ An act 
to alter the time of making entry of stills, and for 
other purposes,” and have appointed managers at 
the same on their part. They disagree to the 
report of the conferees on the bill entitled “An 
act providing for the more effectual collection of 
certain internal revenues of the United States,” 
and adhere to their amendments to the said bill. 

Resolved, That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until the next session of Con- 
gress. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitied “An act respecting alien enemies,” 
was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act limiting the time within 
which claims against the United States for credits 
on the books of the Treasury may be presented 
for allowance,” was read the third time, and 
amended. AAs 

On the question to agree to the final passage of. 
the bill as amended, it was determined in the 
affirmative—yeas 15, nays 6, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Brown, Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, 
Martin, Paine, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, and 
Tracy. ; 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Laurance, Mason, North, 
Read, and Tazewell. : E 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. . i 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to all 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act to provide for the valuation of lands and 
dwelling-houses, and the enumeration of slaves 
within the United States,” except to strike out so 
much of the proviso to the 8th section as is con- 
tained in these words: 

“ Shall be exempted from the aforesaid valuation and 
enumeration :” - z 
to which they do not agree. i 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment disagreed to by the House of Représenta- 
tives to the bill last mentioned. Whereupon, . 

Resolved, That they do recede from their said 
amendment. 


Wepnespay, July 4. 

Agreeably to notice given on the 30th June last, 
Mr. Tracy had leave to bring in a bill to alter 
and amend the “Act making alterations. and 
amendments in the Treasury and War Depart- 
ments, and to alter and amend the act, entitled ‘An 
act to establish the office of Purveyor of Public 
Supplies ;” which was read, and ordered, to the 
second reading. 

-The bill to define more: particularly.the crime a 
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of treason, and to define and punish the crime of 
sedition, was read the third time. : 

On motion to expunge the following words 
from the second section reported as an amend- 
ment: 

“ Or shall, in manner aforesaid, traduce or defame the 
President of the United States, or any Court or Judge 
thereof, by declarations, tending to criminate their mo- 
tives in any official transaction :” 


Tt was determined in the negative—yeas 8, 
nays 15, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Howard, Lang- 
don, Martin, Mason, North, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, 
Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, 
Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 


On motion to expunge the whole of the second 
section reported by the committee, in the words 
following : 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any per- 
son shall, by any libellous or scandalous writing, print- 
ing, publishing, or speaking, traduce or defame the Le- 
gislature of the United States, by seditious or inflamma- 
tory declarations, or expressions, with intent to create a 
belief in the citizens thereof, that the said Legislature, 
in enacting any law, was induced thereto by motives 
hostile to the Constitution, or liberties and happiness of 
the people thereof; or shall, in manner aforesaid, tra- 
duce or defame the President of the United States, or 
any Court or Judge thereof, by declarations tending to 
criminate their motives, in any official transaction; the 
person so offending, and thereof convicted, before any 
Court of the United States having jurisdiction thereof, 
shall be punished by a fine, not exceeding two thousand 
dollars, and by imprisonment, not exceeding two 
years :” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 6, nays 
18, as follows: 

Yess—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Howard, Langdon, 
Mason, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Rutherfurd, Sedg- 
wick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

The question on the final passage of the bill 
was determined in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 
6, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Chipman, Clayton, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Rutherfurd, Sedg-. 
wick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed; and that the title thereof be “An 
act in addition to the act, entitled ‘ An act for the 
punishment of certain crimes against the United 
States.” 


Tuorspay, July 5. 


. A motion was made that the Secretary of the 
Senate pay to Hugh McKinley, for his labor and: 
attendance. on the Senate, one dollar per day, 


during the.time-he has been, or may be, thus em- 
ployed the present session ; to be paid out of the 


money appropriated for the contingent expenses. 


of the two Houses of Congress; and it was agreed 
that the motion should lie for consideration. = 

Mr. Goopuuer, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act further to protect 
the commerce of the United States,” reported the 
bill without amendment; and the report was 
adopted. 

Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading, 

The amendments reported by the committee, to- 
whom was referred the bill sent from the House. 
of Representatives, entitled “An act for the 
establishing and organizing a battalion of infantry 
to be called the Marine Corps,” were considered > 
and agreed to, and the bill was amended accord- 
ingly. 

Resolved, That this bill 
ing as amended. 

Mr. Srocxton, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act to lay and collect 
a direct tax within the United States,” reported 
the bill amended. 

Ordered, That the amendments lie for consid. 
eration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed _ 
the bill, entitled “An act for erecting a light 
house and beacon, and placing buoys, at the places 
therein mentioned ;” in which they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, 
it was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. GooD- 
HUE, GREENE, and Martin, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. : 

The bill to alter and amend the act making ab: 
terations and amendments in the Treasury and 
War Departments, and to alter and amend the 
act, entitled “An act to establish the office of 
Purveyor of Public Supplies,” was read the second 
time, and amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. 8 
The bill to amend an act, entitled “An act pr 
viding for the sale of the lands of the United 
States in the territory northwest of the river Ohi6, 
and above the mouth of Kentucky river.” was read” 
the third time. we 


And the question to agree to the final passage 


of the bill, was determined in the affirmative 
yeas 13, nays 9, as follows: 


Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Chipman, Foster, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Laurance, Martin, North; 
Paine, Rutherfurd, and Stockton. 

Nays—Messts. Clayton, Goodhue, Greene, Livers 
more, Lloyd, Mason, Read, Sedgwick, and Tracy. =? 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed; and that the title thereof be 
“ An act to amend an act, entitled ‘ An act pro- 
viding for the sale of the lands of the United 
States.in the territory northwest of the river Ohio; 
and above the mouth of Kentucky river.” 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, ef 


pass to the third read 
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seamen.” 


bill be postponed until to-morrow. 


Fripay, July 6. 


was considered; whereupon, 


„two Houses of Congress. 


amended. 


tive—yeas 18, nays 4, as follows: 


Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 


Tazewell. 


me; and, the title being amended, 


or of Public Supplies.” 


de 


their accounts,” reported the bill with amend- 
ments; which were read. 
. Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee te whom was 
eferred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “An act to lay and collect a 
irect tax within the United States.” 

On motion to agree to part of the report of the 
tamittee, which is to amend that clause of the 


-dwelling-house which, with the out-houses ap- 
-purtenant thereto, and the lot whéreon the same 


titled “ An act for the relief of sick and disabled 


Resolved, That the further consideration of this 


The motion made yesterday, respecting the 
compensation to Hugh McKinley, for services, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
: pay to Hugh McKinley, for his labor and attend- 
ance on the Senate, one dollar per day, during 
the time he has been, or may be, thus employed 
the present session; to be paid out of the money 
appropriated for the contingent expenses of the 


The bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “An act for establishing and or- 
‘ganizing a battalion of infantry, to be called the 
Marine Corps,” was read the third time, and 


Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act further to protect the com- 
merce of the United States,” was read the third 
: time; and the question to agree to the final pas- 
sage of the bill was determined in the afirma- 


Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Good- 
-hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Martin, North, Paine; Read, Rutherfurd, 


Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, ‘Langdon, and 


. The bill to alter and amend the act making al- 
terations and amendments in the Treasury and 
‘War Departments, and to alter and amend the 
ct, entitled “An act to establish the office of 
Purveyor of Public Supplies,” was read the third 


Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- 
rossed ; and that the title thereof be “ An act es- 
tablishing the office of Accountant in the Depart- 
ent of the Navy, and to alter and amend the 
, entitled ‘ An act to establish the office of Pur- 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
ferred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
ntatives, entitled “An act to regulate and fix 
the compensations of the officers employed in col- 
-< lecting the internal revenues of the United States, 
¿and to insure more effectually the settlement of 


econd section which now stands, “upon every 


are erected, not exceeding two acres in any case, 
shall be valued, in manner aforesaid, at more than 
one hundred and not more than five hundred dol- 
lars,” by striking out the words “at more than one 
hundred and not more than five hundred dollars,” 
it passed in the affirmative—yeas 13, nays 10, as 
follows: i 

Yzas—Messrs, Anderson, Bingham, Clayton, 
Greene, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Mar- 
tin, North, Read, Rutherfurd, and Tazewell. 

Naxs—Messrs. Brown, Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, 
Hillhouse, Livermore, Paine, Sedgwick, Stockton, and 
Tracy. 

The consideration of the bill at this time was 
then postponed. 


Sarorpay, July 7. 


Mr. Livermonrg, by unanimous consent, obtain- 
ed leave to bring in a bill to alter the time for the 
next meeting of Congress; and the bill was read; 
and, by unanimous consent, the bill was read the 
second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Liver- 
MORE, STOCKTON, and Binewam, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate, that the House concur in the 
bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An act to de- - 
clare the treaties between the United States and’ 
the Republie of France void and of no effect,” 
with amendments; in which they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments to the bill last mentioned. : 

Resolved, That they do concur therein. ` 

Mr. Stockton, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “ An act to enable the Presi- 
dent of the United States to borrow money for the 
publie service,” reported the bill with amendments; 
which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

A motion was made by Mr. Goopuer, as fol- 
loweth : 


“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, 
two-thirds of both Houses concurring, That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the 
several States as an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, and, when ratified by three-fourths of 
the said Législatures, to be valid, to all intents and pur- 
poses, as part of the said Gonstitution, viz: 

“That (in addition to the other qualifications pres 
scribed by the said Constitution) no person shall bə eli- 
gible as President or Vice President of the United: 
States, nor shall any person bea Senator or Represent- 
ative in the Congress of the United States, except a 
natural born citizen, or unléss he shall have been a re- 
sident in the United States at the time of the declara- 
tion of independence, and shall have continued either 


to reside within the samé or to be employed in its ser- 


vice from that period to the time of his election.” 


Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration, 
The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee te whom was 
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referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “An act to regulate and fix 


the compensations of the officers employed in col- i 
lecting the internal revenues of the United States, | 
and io insure more effectually the settlement of | 
their accounts ;” and the amendments were adopt- | 
greed, by unanimous consent, to | 


ed. And it was a 
dispense with the rule, and that this bill be now 
read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate, that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act establishing an annual sala- 
ry for the surveyor of the port of Gloucester : 
and a bill, entitled “ An act to make a further ap- 
propriation for the additional naval armament ;” 


in which they desire. the concurrence of the | 


Senate. 


The bills last mentioned were read, and ordered 


to the second reading. 

On motion, it was agreed, by unanimous con- 
sent, to dispense with the rule, and that the bill, 
entitled “An act to make a further appropriation 
for the additional naval armament,” be now read 
the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
Goovnuz, and Ruruerrurp, to consider and re- 
port thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported by the committee to whom 


was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- ! 


resentatives, entitled “ An act to lay and collec 
a direct tax within the United States.” 
On motion, to add to the second section the 


amendment reported by the committee, amended 
as follows: 


<“ Except such lands as, at the time of making th 
said valuation or enumeration, shall not have been as. 
sessed for, nor be then held liable to, taxation, for Stat 
purposes, under the laws of the State wherein the 
same is, or may be, situated or possessed :” 


It was determined in the negative— 
12, as follows: 
Yzras—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Foster, Good- 


hue, Howard, Laurance, Mason, North, and Ruther- 
fard. 


“Nays—Messrs. Brown, Clayton, Greene, Hillhouse, | 
Langdon, Livermore, Martin, Paine, Sedgwick, Stock- 


ton, Tazewell, and Tracy. 

On motion, by Mr. Greens, to strike out the 
word “and,” in the 5th line of the second section, 
and insert, after “slaves,” in the same line, “and 


other personal property ;” it was determined in the | 


negative—yeas 6, nays 16, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Brown, Greene, Langdon, Laurance, 
Livermore, and North. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Chipman, Clay- 
ton, Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Howard, Martin, Ma- 
son, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, Stockton, Tazewell, and 
Tracy. 

And the bill having been further amended, it 
was ordered to the third reading, as amended. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution of the House of Representatives, on the 
subject of adjournment. -> 


yeas 9, nays | 


Resolved, That it be postponed until Monday 
next. 


} 
j 
H 
i 


Monpay, July 9. 


Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom : 
| was referred the bill to alter the time for the next 
| meeting of Congress, reported that the bill pas 
| without amendment ; and the report was adopted 
And it was agreed, by unanimous consent, to dis: 
pense with the rule, and that this bill be now 
| read the third time; and the blank was filled wit 
“ the first Monday in November next.” 
Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engrossed 
and that the title thereof be “ An act tovalter th 


t 


+ 


| Speech of the President of 
| which respects measures for the security and pro 
tection of commerce, reported a bill for enco 
raging the capture of French armed vessels, by 
armed ships or vessels owned by a citizen or citi 
zens of the United States; which was read, and 
ordered to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of thë 
report of the committee to whom was referre 
the bill, sent from the House of Representatives. 
j eatited “An act to enable the President of the 
1 


On motion, by Mr. Binenaw, to strike out these 
| words: “All such sums of money as, before th 
j end of the next session of Congress may, in hi 
i judgment, be necessary,” and to substitute t 
ollowing: “A sum not exceeding dollars. 
It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 11, 
ays 9, as follows: : 
/ Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Chipman, Cla 
i ton, Greene, Langdon, Laurance, Martin, N orth, Ri 
| therfurd, and Tazewell. s 
Naxs—Messrs. Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Ho 
; ard, Livermore, Paine, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Trac 


And having agreed to the amendments reporte 
by the committee, the bill was ordered to the 
third reading as amended. 

The bill, sent from the House of Represent : 
lives, entitled “An act establishing an annual 
| salary for the surveyor of the port of Gloucester 
was read the second time, and ordered to th 
i third reading. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate, that the House concur in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill, enti 
tled “An act to regulate and fix the compensa- 
tions of the officers employed in collecting the 
internal revenues of the United States, and t 
insure more effectually, the settlement of their 
accounts,” with amendments, in which they dè- 
i sire the concurrence of the Senate. They hav 
| passed a bill, entitled *An act to augment the 
Army of the United States, and for other pur: 
poses,” in which they desire the concurrence o 
the Senate. - 

The bill last brought up from the House o 


| 
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' Representatives was read, and ordered to the se- 
cond reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
. ments of the House of Representatives to the 
-amendments of the Senate, to the bill, entitled 
. « An act to regulate and fix the compensations of 
the officers employed in collecting the internal 
revenues of the United States, and to insure 
more effectually the settlement of their accounts.” 

Resolved, That they do agree to the said amend- 
ment to their amendments. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution of the House of Representatives for 
adjourning the two Houses of Congress on the 
9th instant. 

Resolved, That they do concur therein, so 
amended as that Congress may adjourn on the 
16th. instant. 
he bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act to lay and collect a direct 
tax within the United States,” was read the third 
time; and the bill being further amended, 

Resolved, That it pass with amendments. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “ An act for the relief of Tho- 
mas Lewis,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. 

On the question to agree to the third reading 
of this bill, it passed ın the negative. 

Mr. Goonuue, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives, entitled “An act for erecting a 
light-house and a beacon, and placing buoys, at 
the places therein named.” reported the bill with- 
out amendment. 

Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Bincuam, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill, sent from the House of 
Representatives, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Ta Vaughan,” made a report; which was 
read. 

Ordered, That the report, together with a 
statement of the case, signed Elias Boudinot, 
Director of the Mint, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 


Tusespay, July 10. 


The bill for encouraging the capture of French 
‘armed vessels, by armed ships or vessels owned 
by a citizen or citizens of the United States, was 
-read the second time and amended. 

_ Resolved, That this bill pass pass to the third 
reading as amended. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 


‘the United States, and for other purposes,” was 
read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed the 29th of November last, on that part 
of the Speech of the President of the United 
States which respects measures for the security 
-and protection of commerce, to.consider and re- 
port. thereon to the Senate. 

~The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 


tives, entitled “An act to augment the Army of 


tives, entitled “An act to enable the President of 
the United States to borrow money for the public 
service,” was read the third time. 


On motion to strike out, from the 1st section of 


the bill, lines six and and seven, the following 
words: “ And upon such terms and conditions as 
he shall judge most advantageous for the United 
States ;” and insert, in lieu thereof, the following: 
“ata rate of interest not exceeding six per cent. 
per annum :” 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 9, nays 


14, as follows: 


Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Langdon, Liver- 


more, Martin, Mason, North, Paine, and Tazewell. 


Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Fos- 


ter, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. | 


On motion to strike out the amendment agreed 


to yesterday, as follows: “ Which sums of money 
may be borrowed on contracts to remain fixed 
‘and irredeemable for a term not exceeding twenty- 
five years :” 


It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 19, 


nays 4, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Chipman, Clay- 


ton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Langdon, 
Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Martin, Mason, North, 
Paine, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, and Tazewell. 


Naxs— Messrs. Bingham, Read, Stockton, and 


Tracy. 


On motion, to expunge the words yesterday 


agreed to in the Ist section, to wit: “a sum not 
exceeding —— dollars,” and to restore the words 
of the original bill, as follows: “all such sums of 


money as, before the end of the next session of 
Congress, may, in his judgment, be necessary :” 
It was determined in the negative—yeas 11, 
nays 11, as follows: 
Yzas— Messrs. Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, Hill- 


house, Latimer, Livermore, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, 


Stockton, and Tracy. . 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Clayton, 
Greene, Langdon, Laurance, Martin, Mason, Ruther- 
fard, and Tazewell. 


So the motion was lost. 

And having filled up the blank, limiting the 
sum to be borrowed, with “five millions of 
dollars ;” 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill,sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to 
make a further appropriation fur the additional 
naval armament,” reported amendments; which 
were read, 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 


Wepnespay, July 11. 

The bill for encouraging the capture of French 
armed vessels, by armed ships or vessels owned 
by a citizen or citizens of the United States, was 
read the third time; and the final passage.of the 
bill was determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, 
nays 4, as follows: ; 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham,Chipman, Good- 
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hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, Stock- 
ton, and Tracy. 

Navs—Messrs. Brown, Langdon, Mason, and Taze- 
well. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; that it 
be engrossed; and that the title thereof be “An 
act for encouraging the capture of French armed 
vessels, by armed ships or vessels owned by a citi- 
ìzen or citizens of the United States.” 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act establishing an annual sa- 
lary for the surveyor of the port of Gloucester,” | 
was read a third time and passed. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act for erecting a light-house 
and beacon, and placing buoys, at the places 
therein mentioned,” was read a third time. 

Resolved, That the furtherconsideration thereof 
be postponed until to-morrow. 

A. message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they concur in the first, 
and disagree to the second, amendment of the 
Senate to the bill entitled “An act to enable the 
President of the United States to borrow money 
for the public service.” They concur in the bill 
entitled “An act in addition to an act entitled ‘An 
act for the punishment of certain crimes against 
the United States,’ with amendments; in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, disagreeing 
to their second amendment to the bill entitled 
“ An act to enable the President of the United 
States to borrow money for the public service.” 

Resolved, That they do insist on their amend- 
ment, ask a conference thereon, and that Messrs. 
Tracy and Binauam be managers at the same on 
the part of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “ An act to make a further ap- 
propriation for the additional naval armament BG 
which, being adopted, and the bill amended ac- 
cordingly, 

- Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading 
as amended. 

The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill entitled “An act in addition to the 
act entitled ‘An act for the punishment of certain 
crimes against the United States,” were read and 
ordered to lie for consideration. 

Ordered, That the memorial of Thomas Mce- 
Kean and others, respecting the publication of the 
Journals of Congress, be referred to Messrs. Bina- 
nam, Latimer, and Livermorg, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 


titled “An act for the relief of John Vaughan;” 


and, after debate, es 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. ` a ; 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 


conference on the amendment io the bill entitled 
“ An act to enable the President of the United 
States to borrow money for the public service,” 
and have appointed managers at the same on their 
part. They have passed a bill entitled “An act to 
suspend, for a further time, the duties upon the 
manufacture of snuff within the United States, 
and the drawbacks upon the exportation thereof,” 
in which they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. They concur in some, and agree to other, 
amendments of the Senate to the bill entitled 
/“An act to lay and collect a direct tax within the: 
United States,” with amendments; in which 
amendmenis they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


tions of the House of Representatives on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill entitled 
“An act to lay and collect a direct tax within 
the United States.” i 


tion second, line sixth, to strike out the words “at 
more than one hundred, and not more than five 
hundred dollars,” it passed in the negative—yeas 
9, nays 12, as follows: 


rance, Martin, Mason, Read, Rutherfard, and Tazewell, 


| 


The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 


On motion to insist on their amendment to sec- 


Yxuas—-Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Latimer, Lau- 


Nays—Messrs. Brown, Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Livermore, North, Paine, Sedgwick, 
Stockton, and Tracy. 

On motion to recede from the amendment last 
recited, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 13, nays 8, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Brown, Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Livermore, North, Paine, Ruther- 
fard, Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Latimer, Lau- 
rance, Martin, Mason, Read and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That the Senate do recede 
from all their amendments disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, and do disagree to their 
amendment of the twelfth amendment of the 
Senate. ; 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House do not con» 
cur in the bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An 
act to alter the time for the next meeting of Con- 
gress.” They have passed a bill, entitled “An act 
in further addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to 
establish the Judicial Courts of the United States;” 
in which they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. ; eoi 

The bill last mentioned was read, and ordered 
to the second reading. T 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act to suspend fora further: 
time the duties upon the manufacture of snuff, 
within the United States, and the drawback upo 
the exportation thereof,” was read and ordered to 
the second reading. 


‘Tuorspay, July. 12. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa 
tives, entitled: “An act to suspend: for ti 
time the duties upon the manufacture of snuff 
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within the United States. and the drawback upon 
the exportation thereof.” was read the second 
time. 
Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. 
The bill, sent trom the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An aet in farther addition to the 
act, entitled ‘An act to establish the Judicial 

Courts of the United States,” was read the second 

time. 

Resolved, That the bill pass to a third reading. 

s The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill. 
“entitled “An act in addition to the act. entitled 

‘An act for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States.” 

On motion, by Mr. Marvin, to amend the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, by 
striking out these words: “or bring them, or either 
of them, into contempt or disrepute, or to excite 
against ‘them, or either or any of them, the hatred 
of the good people of the United States,” it pass- 
ed in the negative—yeas 5, nays 17, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown,- Martin, Mason, 
and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, North, Paine, Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, 
Stockton, and Tracy. 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, to amend the last 
amendment of the House of Representatives, by 
striking out “ during the time it shall be in force.” 
and inserting, “ which prosecution shall have been 

“commenced during the continuance of the aer,” 
it passed in the negative—yeas 5, nays 17, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Martin, Mason 
and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, North, Paine, Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, 
Stockton, and Tracy. 

_ Soit was Resolved, That the Senate do concur 
in the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to this bill. 

*: Mr. Goopuve, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
Presentatives, entitled “An act to augment the 
Army of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” reported amendments; which were read, 
agreed to. and the bill was amended accordingly. 
_ Resolved, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended, 

| A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 


establishing the office of Accountant in the De-. 
partment of the Navy, and to alter and amend the i 
act, entitled ‘An act to establish the office of Pur- : 
Supplies,” with amendments, in| 
Which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. ; 
‘enumeration. of the inhabitants ofthe United 
_ States.” reported the bill without amendment. 


veyor of Public 


They recede from their amendment to the twelfth 
amendment of the Senate on the bill, entitled 
An act to lay 
nited States.” 
ment:to the last 


and collect a direct tax within the 
They adhere to their disagree- ` 
amendment insisted on by the | 


“time of making entry of stills, and for other pur- 


poses.” The House of Representatives have 
passed a bill, entitled “ An act making certain ad- 
ditional appropriations for the year one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-eight;” in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate lay 
before the President of the United States an at- 
tested copy of the joint resolution authorizing the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House 
of Representatives to adjourn their respective 
Houses on the 16th instant. 

The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “ An act establishing the 
office of Accountant in the Department of the 
Navy, and to alter and amend the act, entitled 
* An act to establish the office of Purveyor of Pub- 
lic Supplies,” was read. 

Ordered, That it he for consideration. 

The resolution of the House of Representatives, 
adhering to their disagreement to the last amend- 
ment insisted on by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act to alter the time of making entry of stills, 
and for other purposes,” was considered. 

Fesolred. That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until the next session of Con- 
gress. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill. entitled “An act making further appropria- 
tions for the additional Naval Armament ;” and 
the question on the final passage of the bill, as 
amended. was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
13. nays 3. as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Martin, North, Paine, Read, Rutherfurd, 
Sedgwick, Stockton, and Tracy. ` 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Mason, and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill do pass as 
amended. 

The bill. sent trom the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled * An act making certain additional 
appropriations for the year one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-eight.” was read the first time, 
and, by unanimous consent, it was read the second 
time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
Bincuam, and Foster, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. A f 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill, sent from ihe House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act for erecting a light-house and 
beacon, and placing buoys at the places therein 
mentioned ;” and, after debate, the farther consid- 


eration thereof was postponed. 


Frivay, July 13. 
Mr. Reap, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “An act providing for the 


On motion, by Mr. Livermors, to postpone the 
further consideration of this bill to the next ses- 
sion of Congress, it was determined in the affirma- 


®nate to the bill, entitled * An act to alter the i tiveyeas 1], nays 7. as follows: 
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Yras-—-Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Goodhue, Hill- | 
house, Laurance, Livermore, North, Paine, Read, Sedg- 
wick, and Tracy. : 

Nars—Messrs. Anderson, Clayton, Foster, Greene, | 
Latimer, Mason, and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That the further consider- | 
ation of this bill be postponed until the next ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. Livermore notified the Senate that he! 
should, to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to: 
alter the time for the next meeting of Congress. 

„Mr. Bincuam, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of Thomas McKean and | 
others, made report; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. i 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- : 
tives, entitled “An act to augment the Army of | 
the United States, and for other purposes,” was | 
read the third time; and the question on the final i 
passage of the bill, as amended, was determined in 
the affirmative—yeas 15, nays 2, as follows: : 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Clayton, Foster, : 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Laurance, Livermore, | 
Martin, North, Paine, Read, Sedgwick, and Tracy. | 

Naxs—Messrs. Mason and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill do pass with 
amendments. i 
The following Message was received from the. 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES : 
Gentlemen of the Senate : f 
A resolution of both Houses of Congress, authorizing i 
an adjournment on Monday, the 16th of this month, | 
has been laid before me. Sensible of the severity of | 
the service in so long a session, it is with great reluc- 
tance that I find myself obliged to offer any considera- ; 
tion which may operate against the inclinations of the 
members; but certain measures of Executive authority 
which will require the consideration of the Senate, and | 
which cannot be matured, in all probability, before ; 
Monday or Tuesday, oblige me to request of the Senate 
-that they would continue their session until Wednesday 
or Thursday. JOHN ADAMS. 
Unirzp Srares, July 13, 1798. 
>` The Message was read, and ordered to lie for | 
consideration. 
Mr. Tracy reported, from the managers ap- | 
pointed to confer on the amendments of the Sen- | 
ate to the bill, sent from the House of Represen- | 
tatives, entitled “ An act to enable the President ! 
of the United States to borrow money for the: 
public service,” that the Senate recede from their | 
` proposed amendment, which was to strike out the | 


proviso to. the first section of the act; and to} 
amend said proviso as follows, viz: Strike out | 
‘after.the word “ borrowed,” to the end of the pro- | 
viso, and insert these words: “at any time after | 
‘theexpiration of fifteen years from the date of such | 
loan ;” and the report was adopted. Whereupon, | 

‘Resolved, That the Senate do accordingly res 


cede from their amendment disagreed to by the | tax within the United States.” 


House of Representatives onthe said bill. - ! 

The bill, sent from the House. of Representa- | 
tives, entitled “ An act in further addition to the 
act entitled “An act. to -establish the Judicial 
Courts of the United: States,” was read the third 
time, and passed, 


| United States and the several States,” was read, 
: and ordered to the second reading. 


i report of the committee to whom was referred the 


; affirmative—yeas 15, nays 4, as follows: 


| Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Martin, 


informed the Senate that the House do not concur 
in the bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An 
act for encouraging the capture of French armed 
vessels by armed ships or vessels owned: by a cit 

i zen or citizens of the United States. 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 


iments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
‘entitled “ An act establishing the office of Account- 


ant in the Department of the Navy, and to alter 


‘and amend the act entitled ‘An act to establish 


the office of Purveyor of Public Supplies.” 
Ordered. That they be referred to Messrs, Tra- 


icy, Brincuam, and Cutpman, to consider and re- 


port thereon to the Senate. 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 


i tives, entitled “An act to suspend, for a further 


time, the duties upon the manufacture of snuff 
within the United States, and the drawbacks 


_upon the exportation thereof,” was read the third 
i time, and passed. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act for erecting a light-house 
and beacon, and for placing buoys at the places 
therein mentioned,” was read the third time; 


; and, being further amended, 


Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 
A message from the House of Representatives . 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a billentitled “ Anact toalter the time of making 


| entry of stills;” and a bill entitled “An act re- 
í specting balances reported against certain States, 
; by the Commissioners appointed to settle the ac- 


counts between the United States and the several 


; States ;” in which they desire the concurrence of 
i the Senate. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 


i tives, entitled “ An act to alter the time of making 


entry of stills,” was read, and, by unanimous con- 

sent, it was read the second time. ` 
Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. PAINE, 

Hituuouse, and Brown, to consider and report ` 


| thereon to the Senate. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- - 


i tives, entitled “An act respecting balances re- 
| ported against certain States, by the Commission- - 


ers appointed to settle the accounts between the ; 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act for the relief of John Vaughan ;” 
and, having amended the bill, the question to: 
agree to the third reading was determined in the 


Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Greene, 


North, Paine, Read, Rutherfurd, Tazewell, and Tracy. 
Nax$—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Clayton, and 
Mason. 
Mr. Curpman reported from the committee, that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled, the 
bill, entitled “An act to lay and-collect.a direct 


A message from the. House of Representatives 


613 


Jory, 1798.] 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
Proceedings. — 


614 


(Senate. 


Sarurpay, July 14. 


Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Liv- 
ERMORE obtained leave to bring in a bill to alter 
the time for the next session of Congress; which 
was read, and ordered to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Reap, that the 13th rule, 
for doing business in the Senate, which prohibits 
the second reading of a bill on the same day, be 
suspended for the remainder of the session, it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 13, nays 6, as 
follows : 

Yxas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liv- 
ermore, Read, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

Nays.—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Martin, Mason, 
Rutherfurd, and Tazewell. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- į 
tives, entitled “ An act respecting balances report- | 
ed against certain States, by the Commissioners 
appointed to settle the accounts between the Uni- 
ted States and the several States,” was read the 
second time. 


On motion, that the further consideration there- | 
of be postponed until the next session of Con- 
gress, 1t was determined in the negative—yeas 7, | 
nays 14, as follows: - | 

Yxas—Messrs. Goodhue, Hillhouse, Martin, Paine, 
Sedgwick, Tazewell, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Brown, Chip- | 
man, Foster, Greene, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liv- 
ermore, Mason, North, Read, and Rutherfurd. 

Ordered, That this bill be referred to Messrs: | 
Laurance, BincHam, and Lrvermors, to consider 
- and report thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee on the petition of Thomas Mc- 
Kean and others, respecting the Journals of Con- 
gress proposed to Le published by Richard Fol- | 
well. Whereupon, , f 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be authorized and directed to subscribe, on such 
terms as they may deem eligible, for the use of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, for four 
hundred copies of the Journals of Congress, which 
are proposed to be published by Richard Folwell. 

On motion, the bill to alter the time for the 
next meeting of Congress was read the second 
time. 

Resolved, That this bill do not pass to the third 
reading. 

_ A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
‘a bill, entitled “ An act making certain appropri- 
ations, and to authorize the President to obtain a 
‘loan-on‘the credit of the direct tax; also, a bill, 
entitled “An act further to amend the act, enti“ 
tled “An act laying duties on stamped vellum, 
parchment, and päper;” in which bills they desire | 
the concurrence of the Senate. They concur in | 
the amendments: of the Senate to the bill, entitled | 
< An act to augment the Army of the United | 
tates. and for other purposes,” with an amend- | 
ment, i0 which they desire the concurrence of the | 


Senate. They agree tosome and disagree to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act to make a further appropriation for the 
additional Naval Armament.” They recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill, entitled “ An act to enable the 
President of the United States to borrow money 
for the public service,” so far as to concur therein, 
agreeably to the modification made by the com- 
mittee of conference, and adopted by the Senate. 
They agree to some, and disagree to other, of the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act for erecting a light-house and beacon, 
and placing buoys, at the places therein. men- 
tioned.” s 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee, to whom was referred 
the bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “ An act for the relief of sick and disa- 
bled seamen ; and, the same being adopted, the 
bill wasread the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The Senate took into consideration their amend- 
ment, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, to the bill, entitled “ An act for erecting a 
light-house and beacon, and placing buoys, at the 
places therein mentioned.” ` 

Resolved, That they do recede therefrom. 

On motion, to reconsider the question thereon, 
and to agree to the third reading of the bill to 
alter the time for the next meeting of Congress, 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 
10, as follows : 

Ysas—Messrs. Chipman, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, 
Hillhouse, Laurance, Livermore, Martin, Read, and 
Tracy. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Brown, How- 
ard, Latimer, Mason, North, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, and 
Tazewell. 

So the question was lost. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to their 
amendment to the sixth section of the bill enti- 
tled “ An act to augment the Army of the United 
States, and for other purposes.” 

Resolved, That the Senate agree to the. said 
amendment with amendments, 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 
entitled “ An act allowing an additional compen- 
sation to the Doorkeeper and Assistant Door- 
keeper of the House of Representatives, for their 
services during the present session of Congress ;” 
in which they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act making certain appropriations, 
and to authorize the President to obtain a loan on 
the credit of the direct tax,” was read a first and 
second time. ` : 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee, 
appointed the 12th instant, on the bill entitled 
£ An act making certain additional appropriations 
for the year. one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-eight,” to consider and report thereon to 
the Senate. ; 
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The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, ; 
entitled “ An act for allowing an additional com- : 
pensation to the Doorkeeper and Assistant Door- ; 
keeper of the House of Representatives. for their ! 
services during the present session of Congress,” | 
was read. : 

On motion, the bill was read a second and third : 
time, and amended. i 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amend-: 
ments. i 

The Senate took into consideration their amend- | 
ments, disagreed to by the House of Representa- | 
tives, to the bill entitled “An act to make a fur- 
ther appropriation for the additional naval arma- ; 
ment.” . i 

Resolved, That they do recede from their said | 
amendments, disagreed to by the House of Re- | 
presentatives. hoad 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, | 
entitled “An act further to amend the act entitled | 
‘An act laying duties on stamped vellum, parch- | 
ment and paper,” was read the first and second | 
time, and referred to Messrs. Goopuvr, Reap. | 
and Laurance, to consider and report thereon to | 
the Senate. i 

Mr. Lavrance, from the committee to whom | 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- | 
presentatives, entitled “ Anact respecting balances 
reported against certain States, by the Commis- 
sioners appointed to settle the accounts between | 
the United States and the several States,” re- | 
ported the bill without amendment; and the re- | 
port was adopted. H 

Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. | 

On motion, by Mr. Bincuam, that the twelfth | 
rule for doing business in the Senate, which pro- | 
hibits the reading of a bill on the same day in| 


3 Sa hag 
which it is announced, be suspended for the resi- 


due of the session, it passed in the affirmative— | 
yeas 11, nays 8, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bmgham, Chipman, Foster, Good- | 
hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Read, | 
Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

Nays——Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Howard, Liver- 
more, Martin, Mason, North, and Tazewell. 

So it was Resolved. That the twelfth rule for 
doing business in the Senate be suspended during 
the present session. 

On motion, Mr. Bincuam had leave to bring in 
a bill to amend the act entitled “ An act to sus- | 
pend the commercial intercourse between the | 
United States and France, and the dependencies | 
thereof;” which was read the first and second | 
time,and referred to Messrs. Bincuam, LAURANCE, | 
and Goopave, to consider and report thereon to | 
the Senate. i | 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, | 
entitled “ An act for the relief of John Vaughan,” | 
was read the third time. 

On motion, that the further consideration of 
this bill be postponed to the next session of Con. | 
gress, it passed in the negative—yeas 10, nays 10, | 
as follows: 

Yuxas——Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, Mason, ‘North, | 
and Tazewell. | 


| section, with an amendment, to wit: in the last: 


| referred the bill, sent from the House of Repr 


Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Greene, 
Laurance, Martin, Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, and 
Tracy. 

So the motion was lost. 

The question on the final passage of the bill, 
was determined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 10, 
as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Greene, 
Laurance, Martin, Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, and. 
Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, Mason, North, 
and Tazewell. 

So the bill was lost. 

A message from the House of Representative: 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 
entitled “An act for allowing an additional com- 
pensation to the principal and the two engrossing: 
clerks in the office of the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, for their services during the. 
present session of Congress;” in which they de- 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. l 

Ordered, That the Message of the President of 
the United States, of the 13th instant, be referred 


i to Messrs. LacraxceE, Reap, and Tracy, to con- 


sider and report thereon to the Senate. 


Monpay, July i6. 


Mr. Goopuug, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives, entitled “Anact further to amend the 


act entitled ‘An act laying duties on stamped vel-. 


lum, parchment, and paper,” reported amend- 

ments; which were read. : 
Resolved, That the further consideration of this 

bill be postponed until the next session of 

Congress. : 

` Mr. Bincuam, from the committee to whom 


| was referred the bill to amend the act entitled 


“ An act to suspend the commercial intercourse 
between the United States and France, and the 
dependencies thereof.” reported amendments 3 
which were read and adopted. ; 

Resolved, That this bill pass to a third reading. 
as amended. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was- 
referred the arnendments of the House of Repre- |; 
sentatives to the bill entitled “ An act establishing 5. 
the office of Accountant in the Department of 
the Navy, and to alter and amend the act entitled 
‘An act to establish the office of Purveyor of Pub- 
lic Supplies,” reported amendments to the amend- 
ments. 

Resolved, That the Senate do agree to the first 
amendment, and to the amendment to the title. 

Resolved, That they do disagree to the first. of 
the two new sections, and agree to the last ne 


line but one, strike out the word “ sixty,” anda 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ ninety.” vu 
Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom:wa 


sentatives, entitled “An act making certain appro 
priations, and to authorize the President to. obtain: 
a loan on the credit of the direct tax,” reported. 
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the bill without amendment; and the report was 
adopted. 
The bill was then read a third time and passed. 
The petition of John Messing, exhibiting his 
claim to a certain tract of land in the State of 
New Hampshire, was presented and read. 
Ordered, That this petition lie on file. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- | 


tives, entitled “An act respecting balances reported 
against certain States, by the Commissioners ap- 


pointed to settle the accounts between the United | 
States and the several States,’ was read a third | 


time. 

On motion to postpone the consideration of this 
bill until the next session of Congress, it was de- 
termined in the negative—yeas 8, nays 11, as 
follows: 

Vruss—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Goodhue, 
house, Martin, Sedgwick, Tazewell, and Tracy. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Greene, 
Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, North, Read, 
and Rutherfurd. 

On motion to strike out these words from sec- 
tion first, lines seventh and eighth, “or in the pur- 
chase of arms for the militia of such State ;” it 
passed in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. Brown, to strike out, from 
section first, lines ninth and tenth, these words: 
“or to the sum assumed by the United States in 
the debt of such State ;” it was determined in the 
negative—yeas 6, nays 13, as follows: 

Yeras--Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Foster, Greene, 
Hillhouse, and Tazewell. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Goodhue, How- 
ard, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Martin, North, 
Read, Rutherfurd, Sedgwick, and Tracy. 

The final passage of the bill was determined in 
the negative—yeas 9, nays 10, as follows : 

Yzeas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Howard, Lati- 
mer, Laurance, Livermore, North, Read, and Ruth- 
erfurd. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Martin, Sedgwick, Tazewell, and 
Tracy. . 


So it was Resolved, "That this bill do not pass. 
The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 


Hill- 


| sentatives, entitled “An act authorizing the grant 
and conveyance of a certain lot of ground to Elie 
Williams,” reported the bill without amendment ; 
which report was adopted. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “ Anact making certain addi- 
tional appropriations for the year one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-eight,” reported the bill 
without amendment. 

The bill was then read the third time, and 
passed. 

Resolved, That the bill, sent from the House of 
Representatives, entitled “An act to alter the 
time of making entry of stills,” be postponed 
until the next session of Congress; also, that the 
committee to whom was referred the bilh sent 
from the House of Representatives, entitled “ An 
act for the relief of Reuben Smith and Nathan 
Strong, and of Peter Aupoix,” be discharged from 
the consideration thereof, and that the bill be post- 
i poned until the next session of Congress. 

Ordered, That the report of the committee on 
the cession of a tract of land by the State of Con- 
necticut to the United States, be postponed to the 
next session of Congress. 

Mr. Laurance, from the committee to whom 
was referred the Message of the President of the 
United States of the 13th instant, made report; 
which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in 
the bill, sent trom the Senate, entitled “ An act 
to amend the act, entitled ‘An act to suspend the 
commercial intercourse between the United States 
and France, and the dependencies thereof,” with 
an amendment, in which they desire. the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
| ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
| last mentioned. 
| Resolved, That they do not concur in the said 
‘ amendment. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House insist on their 


| 
i 
i 
| 


| 
| 
| 


tives, entitled “ An act for allowing an additional | amendment to the bill, sent from the Senate, enti- 
compensation to the principal and the two en-; tled “An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act 
grossing clerks in the office of the Clerk of the | to suspend the commercial intercourse between 
House of Representatives, for their services dur- | the United States and France, and the dependen- 
ing the present session of Congress,” was read. | cies thereof ;” ask a conference thereon, and have 
_ On motion, the bill was read a second and third | appointed managers at the same on their part. 
time; and, being amended, | | The Senate took into consideratior the resolu- 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. | tion of the House of Representatives insisting on 
The bill to amend the act entitled “ An act to | their amendment to the bill, entitled “An act to 
suspend the commercial intercourse between the | amend the act, entitled ‘An act to suspend the 
United States and France, and the dependencies | commercial intercourse between the United States 
. thereof,” was read a third time. jand France, and the dependencies thereof,” and 
Resolved, That this bill pass; that it be en- | asking a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
grossed ; and that the title thereof be “ An act to; the two Houses. i 
i amend the act entitled ‘An act to suspend the) Resolved, That they do agree to the proposed 
commercial. intercourse between the United States | conference, and that Messrs. Brnenam and Goop- 
and France, and the dependencies thereof.” HUE be managers at the same on the part of the 
“Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was | Senate. : 
_ teférred the bill, sent from- the House of Repre- | Mr: Bincnam, from the committee of confer- 


| 
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ence, on the bill, entitled “An act to amend the | EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
act, entitled ‘An act to suspend the commercial | 
intercourse between the United States and France, | 
wa R thereof,” made a report. | Torspay, July 17, 1798. 
+ . 
Resolved, That the Senate do recede from their! Agreeably to the adjournment of yesterday, as 
disagreement to the amendment of the House of | stated at large in the Legislative proceedings, the 
Representatives, so far as agree thereto with an | Senate assembled. 
amendment. i PRESENT : 


H 
THeopore Sepewick, President pro tempore, 


A message from the House of Representatives | 
informed the Senate, that the House recede from | from the State of Massachusetts ; 
their amendment to the bill, entitled “An act to | Benzamin Goovuur, from Massachusetts : 
amend the act, entitled ‘An act to suspend the) NATHANIEL Curpman. from Vermont; 2 


commercial intercourse between the United States James Hmiary and Uran Tracy, from Con- 
and France, and the dependencies thereof,” so far | necticut: 
? 


as to agree thereto with the amendment of the Turopore Foster and Ray Greens. from 


Senate to their amendment. k 
Resolved, That John Vaughan have leave to MOED ANCE and Wituiam Norra, from ` 
withdraw his papers. i New York: , 
The Senate took into consideration the report | Joun RUTHERFURD. from New Teen: 
of the committee to whom was referred the Mes- | Wion Bingias fom Pennsylvania ; 
sage of the President of the United States of the;  Heniy Larimer. from Delaware: , 
13th instant, and which is as follows: Jonn E HowARD, tom Maryland ; 


“That as, in the opinion of the President, certain 
measures of Executive authority will require the con- Joun Brown, from Kentucky ; 
sideration of the Senate, and which could not be ma- Josepu ANDERSON; from Tennessee ; 
tured before Monday or Tuesday, it is the opinion of} ALEXANDER M ARTIN, from North Carolina; 
the committee, that the Senate should adj in thei i f 

. ? journ in their! Jacog Reap, from South Carolina. 


Executive capacity to meet to-morrow at the Senate . ‘ : 
Chamber, at ten o’clock in the forenoon, on Executive Ordered, That the following summons, directed 


business.” | to the Senators of the United States, respectively, 


And the report was adopted. i be entered on the Journals: 

A message from the House of Representatives in- | The President of the United States to 
formed the Senate, that the House have appointed | or the State of 
a.joint committee on their part to wait on the! Certain matters touching the public good, requiring 
President of the United States, and notify him, | that the session of the Senate, for Executive business, 

‘that, unless he may have any further communica- | should be continued, and that the members thereof 
tions to make to the two Houses of Congress, they | should convene on Tuesday, the 17th day of July, inst., 
are ready to adjourn; and desire the appointment | you are desired to attend at the Senate Chamber, in 
of a committee on the part of the Senate. ! Philadelphia, on that day, at ten o’clock in the forenoon, 

The Senate took into consideration this resolu- | then and there to receive and deliberate on such com=.' 
tion of the House of Representatives. | munications as shall be made to you on my part. 

_ Resolved, That they do concur therein, and that | JOHN ADAMS. 
Messrs. Curpman and Greene be the committee Unitep Srarzs, July 16, 1798. 
on the part of the Senate. O The Senate took into consideration the nomina. 
Mr. Curman reported, from the joint commit- | tions of the Commissioners; under an act of Con 
tee, that they had waited on the President of the | gress, passed in the. present session, to provide for 
United States, who informed them that he had | the valuation of lands and houses, and for the enu- 
nothing further to communicate to Congress, ex- | meration of slaves, as contained in the Messa e of: 
cept what might result from the last enrolled bill | the President of the United States. of the 16th in- < 
now under his consideration. stant. Whereupon, í 

Ordered, That | the Secretary acquaint the | Resolved, That they do advise and consent to 
House of: Representatives therewith ; and that the | the appointments, agreeably to the nominations, 
Senate, having finished the. Legislative business | respectively. 
before them, are about to adjourn. | Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 

A- message from the House of Representatives | before the President of the United States. ; 
informed the Senate, that the House having fin-| The Senate took into consideration the Mes- 
ished the business before them, are about to ad- sage of the President of the United States, of the 
journ to the first Monday in December next. 4 16th instant, and the nominations contained there»: 

The Senate then went into the consideration of in, of Jonathan Dayton: and William Ward Bur- 
Executive business—after which, - : rows, respectively, to office. E 

The Presrpent declared the Senate, so far as Resolved, That the consideration of the nomi- 

~ Fespects its Legislative functions, adjourned to the | nation of Jonathan Dayton be postponed. 
time by the Constitution -prescribed ; and, in its Resolved, That. the Senate do advise and con- 
Executive capacity, until to-morrow morning at | sent to the appointment of William Ward Bu 

ten o’clock. =" " | rows, agreeably to the nomination. 


Henry Tazewe x, from Virginia; 


, Senator 
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Ordered. That the Sec 
before the President of the United States. | 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
nomination of “Daniel McNeal, to be a captain in 
the navy, to take rank from the 5th of June, 1798,” 
as contained in the Message of the President of | 
the United States, of the 13th mstant. 

Mr. Norta, from the committee appointed to 
consider this Message, made a report: 

“ That it appeared from a conversation which the 
committee had with the President, that he considered 
that part of his communication, which relates to Cap- 
tain Neal’s taking rank from the 5th of June last, mere- 
ly as a memorandum. That he was exclusively invest- 
ed with the power of settling the rank of officers, on 
their receiving appointments from the Senate ; and that 
the insertion of the time from which Captain Neal is to 
take rank, is not binding on, or of consequence to the 
Senate, and therefore may, or may not, be acted upon 
by that body, or inserted in their Journals, at their plea- 
sure.” 


On motion to divide the question on the nomi- 
nation of Daniel McNeal, to the word “navy,” in- 
clusive ; 

The question of order was called for, which was | 
by the President submitted to the Senate, who de- 
termined that the divison of it is in order. 

And, on motion to agree to the first division of 
the question, as above stated, it was determined in 
the affirmative. 

On motion, to agree to the subsequent division 


4 


| 
i 


vice of the United States. 


I cannot express how greatly affected I am at this 
new proof of public confidence, and the highly flatter- 
ing manner in which you have been pleased to make 
the communication; at the same time I must not con- 
ceal from you my earnest wish that the choice had 
fallen upon a man less declined in years, and better 
qualified to encounter the usual vicissitudes of war. 

You know, sir, what calculation I had made relative 
to the probable course of events on my retiring from 
office, and the determination I had consoled myself 
with, of closing the remnant of my days in my present 
peaceful abode; you will, therefore, ‘be at no loss to 
conceive and appreciate the sensations I must have ex- 
perienced to bring my mind to any conclusion that 
would pledge me, at so late a period of life, to leave 
scenes I sincerely love, to enter upon the boundless 
field of public action, incessant trouble, and high re- 
sponsibility. 

It was not possible for me to remain ignorant of, or 
indifferent to, recent transactions. The conduct of the 
Directory of France towards our country; their insidi- 
ous hostility to its Government; their various practices 
to withdraw the affections of the people from it; the 
evident tendency of their acts and those of their agents 
to countenance and invigorate opposition; their dis- 
regard of solemn treaties and the laws of nations ; their 
war upon our defenceless commerce; their treatment 


of the question, to wit: “to take rank from the | of our ministers of peace ; and their demands, amount- 


5th of June, 1798;” it was determined in the 
negative. 

Resolved, That .the Senate do advise and con- 
sent to the appointment of “ Daniel McNeal, to 
be a captain in the navy.” 

Ordered. That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 

On motion, to advise and consent to the appoint- | 
ment of “Thomas Williams, of Virginia, also to 
be a captain in the navy,” agreeably to the nomi- 
nation of the 13th instant it was determined in| 
the affirmative. | 

Resolved, That the Senate do advise and con- | 
sent 10 the appointment of Thomas Williams, of 
Virginia, to bea captain in the navy. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 


i 


Wepxespay, July 18. 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
Gentlemen of the Senate : | 
Believing that the letter received this morning from | 
General Washington, will give high satisfaction to the | 
Senate, I transmit them a copy of it, and congratulate | 
them and the public on this great event—the General’s 
acceptance of his appointment as Lieutenant General 
and Commander-in-Chief of the Army. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrren Srares, July 17, 1798. 
Mocnr Vexnon, July 13, 1798. 


Dran Str: I had the honor; on the evening of the 
Lith instant, to receive from the hands of the Secreta- 


ing to tribute; could not fail to excite in me corres- 
ponding sentiments with those my countrymen have 
so generally expressed in their affectionate addresses to 
you. Believe me, sir, no one can more cordially ap- 
prove of the wise and prudent measures of your Ad- 
ministration. They ought to inspire universal confi- 
dence; and will, no doubt, combined with the state of 


| things, call from Congress such laws and means as 


will enable you to meet the full force and extent of the 
crisis. 

Satisfied, therefore, that you have sincerely wished 
and endeavored to avert war, and exhausted, to the last 
drop, the cup of reconciliation, we can with pure hearts 
appeal to Heaven for the justice of our cause, and may 
confidently trust the final result to that kind Provi- 
dence who has heretofore, and so often, signally favor- 
ed the people of these United States. 


Thinking in this manner, and. feeling how incum- 
bent it is upon every person, of every description, to 
contribute at all times to his country’s welfare, and es- 
pecially in a moment like the present, when every 
thing we hold dear and sacred is so seriously threatened, 
Ihave finally determined to accept the commission of 
Commander-in-Chief of the Armies of the United States; 
with the reserve only that I shall not be called into the 
field until the Army is in a situation to require my pre- 
sence, or it becomes indispensable by the urgency of 
circumstances. 

In making this reservation, I beg it to be understood, 
that I do not mean to withhold any assistance to ar- 
range and organize the Army, which you may think I 
can afford. {take the liberty also to mention, that I 
must decline having my acceptance considered as draw- 
ing after it any immediate charge upon the public, or 
that I can receive any emoluments annexed to the ap- 
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pointment, before entering into a situation to incur ex- 


pense. 
The Secretary of War being anxious to return to 


the seat of Government, I have detained him no longer 


than was necessary to a full communication upon the 
several points he had in charge. 

With very great respect and consideration, I have 
the honor to be, dear sir, your most obedient and hum- 
ble servant, ` 
: G. WASHINGTON. 
Jonn Apams, President of the United States. 


The Message and letter were read, and five hun- 
dred copies thereof ordered to be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT oF THe UNITED STATES: 

Gentlemen of the Senate : 

I nominate Alexander Hamilton, of New York, to be 
Inspector General of the Army, with the rank of Major 
‘General. 

Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, of South Carolina, to 
be a Major General. 

Henry Knox, of Massachusetts, to be a Major Gen- 
eral. 

‘Henry Lee, of Virginia, to be a Major General of the 
Provisional Army. 

Edward Hand, of Pennsylvania, to be a Major Gen- 
eral of the Provisional Army. 

John Brooks, of Massachusetts, to be a Brigadier 
General. 

William Washington, of South Carolina, to be a 
Brigadier General. 

Jonathan Dayton, of New Jersey, to be a Brigadier 
General. 

William Stevens Smith, of New York, to be Adju- 
tant General, with the rank of Brigadier General. 

Ebenezer Huntington, of Connecticut, to be a Briga- 
dier General of the Provisional Army. 

Anthony Walton White, to be a Brigadier General 
of the Provisional Army. 

William Richison Davie, of North Carolina, to be a 
Brigadier General of the Provisonal Army. 

John Sevier, of Tennessee, to be a Brigadier Gene- 
ral of the Provisional Army. 

James Craik, of Virginia, to be Physician General of 


the Army. 
JOHN ADAMS. 

Jury 18, 1798. 

The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 

Gentlemen of the Senate : 

IT nominate William Winder, of Maryland, to be Ac- 
countant of the Navy. JOHN ADAMS. 

Jury 18, 1798. 7 


l 


The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 


Tuurspay, July 19. 


The Senate took into consideration the Message 
of the President of the United States, of the 18th 
instant, and the nomination contained therein, of 
William Winder, to office. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That they do advise and consent to 
the appointment, agreeably to the nomination. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 

The Senate took into consideration the Message 
of the President of the United States, of the 18th 
instant, and the nominations contained therein, of 
Alexander Hamilton, and others, to military ap- 
pointments. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That they do advise and consent to 
the appointments, agreeably to the nominations, 
respectively ; except to that of William Stevens 
Smith, of New York, to be Adjutant General, with 
the rank of Brigadier General, to which they do 
not advise and consent. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 

Ordered, That Mr. Bincuam and Mr. Laurance 
be a committee to wait on the President of the 
United States, and notify him, that, having finished 
the Executive business before them, they are ready 
to adjourn, unless he may have any further mat- 
ters for their consideration. 

Mr. Brncuam reported, from the committee last 
mentioned, that the President of the United States 
informed them that he had a further communica- 
tion to make to the Senate. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE Unrrep Sratss: 


Gentlemen of the Senate : 
I nominate William North, of New York, to be Ad- 
jatant General of the Army, with the rank of Brigadier “ 


General. 
JOHN ADAMS, 
Unirup Srares, July 19, 1798. 


The Message was read. 

On motion, it was agreed, by unanimous con- 
sent, to dispense with the rule, and that the said 
nomination be now considered. Whereupon. 

Resolved, That they do advise and consent to 
the appointment, agreeably to the nomination. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. Where- 
upon, 

The President adjourned the Senate to the first. 
Monday in December next, to meet in this.place. 


j 


PROCEEDINGS 


OF 


AND DEBATES 


THE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE FIFTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
PHILADELPHIA, MONDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1797. 


Monpay, November 13, 1797. 


This being the day appointed by law for the 
meeting of Congress, the House of Representa- 
tives assembled in their Chamber, and the follow- 
ing members answered to their names, to wit: 

Erom New Hampshire-—Abste. Foster. 

From Massachusetts —STEPHEN Buxtocr, Sa- 
MUEL Lyman, Jous Reep, WiLLiam SHEPARD, 


Georce Tuatcuer, Josera B. Varnum, and PE- i 


LEG WADSWORTH, 


From Connecticut. —Jonn ALLEN, JosHua, 


Corr, Rocer Griswotp, and NATHANIEL SMITH. 

From New York.—Lucas Exvmenporen, Hex- 
RY Gen, Jonaruan N. Havens, Hezexian L. 
Hosmer, Joun E. Van Aten, and Joun WiL- 
LIAMS. 


From New Jersey.—JONATHAN Dayron,(Speak- | 


er,) and THOMAS BINNICKSON. 

From Pennsylvania.—JonN CHAPMAN. ALBERT 
GaLtatis, Tuomas HARTLEY, and Jonn Swan- 
WICK. 

From Maryland.—Grorce Barr, junior, WiL- 
LIAM Craik, Georce Denr, and RICHARD SPRIGG, 
junior. 

From Virginia.—Joun Dawson, D. Houmes, 
James Macuir, DANIEL Moraan, and ANTHONY 


. New. 
North Carolina —Matrurnw Locke, NATHAN- 


IEL Macon, and RICHARD STANFORD. 

South Carolina.—RosrerT GooDLoE HARPER, 
and Jons RUTLEDGE, junior. 

Several new members, to wit: Isaac PARKER, 
from Massachusetts; THoMas TILLINGHAST, re- 
turned to serve as a member of this House, for the 
State of Rhode Island, in the room of Elisha R. 
Potter, who has resigned his seat; and WILLIAM 
Epmonp, returned to serve in this House, as a 
member for Connecticut, in the room of James 
Davenport, deceased, appeared, produced their cre- 
dentials, and took their seats in the House. 

But a quorum of the whole number not bein 
present, the House. adjourned until to-morro 
morning, eleven o’clock. 


i 


Tuespay, November 14. f 
Several other members, to wit: from Massachu- i 
setts, Harrison G. Otis; from Rhode Island, 


CHRISTOPHER G. Cuampuin; from Connecticut, | 


SamueL W. Dana and CHAUNCEY Goopricn ; | 
from Vermont, Marruew Lyon; from Pennsyl-| 


vania, Buain McCienacnan and Ricard Tuom-| 


_AS; from Delaware, James A. Bayarp; from 

| Virginia, Ricard Brent; from North Carolina, , 
| Roserr Wiliams; from South Carolina, WiL- 
i Liam Satu; and from Georgia, Asranam BALD- 

| WIN, appeared, and took their seats in the House. 

: Buta quorum of the whole number not being 

| present, the House adjourned until to-morrow 

: morning, eleven o’clock. 


i Wepnespay, November 15. 

| Several other members, to wit:.from New Jer- 
| sey, James H. Imray; from Pennsylvania, WiL- 
Liam FiınbLeY; and from Maryland, Wittiam 
| HINDMAN, appeared, and took their seats in the 
! House. 

; And a quorum, consisting of a majority of the 
i whole number, being present, the oath to support 
i the Constitution of the United States was admin- 
istered, by Mr. SPEAKER, to the following new 
| members, to wit: 

| Isaac Parker, Tuomas TILLINGHAST, and 
! Witt1am Epmonp, who took their seats in the 
i House on Monday last. 

: A message was then sent to the Senate, to in- 
form them that a quorum of the House is assem- 
: bled, and were ready to proceed to business. 

` On motion, Ordered, That the Clerk of this 
| House cause the members to be furnished, during 
_ the present session, with three newspapers, such as 
| the members, respectively, shall choose, to be de- 
‘livered at their lodgings ; provided they do not ex- 


i 


i 


_ ceed the price at which subscribers are furnished 
: with them. 

: _ Ordered, That a Committee of Revisal and 
i Unfinished Business be appointed, pursuant to the 
Standing Rules and Orders of the House: 

` And a committee was appointed, of Mr. Macon, 
| Mr. Lyman, and Mr. Havens. 

| And then the House adjourned until to-morrow 
: Morning, eleven o’clock. 


Trurspay, November 16. 


Several other members, to wit: from Vermont 
Lewis R. Morris; from New York, James 
Cocuran, and Epwarp Livinesron; from Vir- 
ginia, Marruew Cray, THOMAS Evans, WALTER 
Jones, ABRAM Trice, and Jonn Trice ;andfrom 
North Carolina, WiLLiam BARRY Grove, appear- 
ed, and took their seats in the House. 

And then the House adjourned until to-morrow 
morning, eleven o’clock. ee 
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Fripay, November 17. 


Two other members, to wit: from New Jersey, 
Marx Tomson; and from Pennsylvania, Jonn 
A. HANNA, appeared, and took their seats in the 
House. 

Ordered, That a Committee of Elections be 
appointed, pursuant to the Standing Rules and 
Orders of the House: 


And a committee was appointed, of Mr. Corr, | 


Mr. Varnum, Mr. Joan Wittiams, Mr. Hart ey, 
Mr. Dent, Mr. Batpwin, and Mr. Evans. 

And then the House adjourned until Monday 
morning, eleven o’clock. 


Monpay, November 20. 


Several other members, to wit: from New 
Hampshire, Jonatnan Freeman and WILLIAM 
Gorpon; from New Jersey, James Scuureman; 
from Maryland, Wittiam Matrruews; and from 
Virginia, ABRAHAM VENABLE, appeared, and took 
their seats in the House. 


The House did not form a quorum for some | 


time after the Spraxer had taken the Chair; when 
it was formed, 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, made a report in part; which 
being read, was ordered to be printed for the use of 
the members. 

The House having sat for a considerable time 
without business, and the Speaxer having declared 
there was none before it, 


Mr. New said, as he understood there was not ; 


yet a quorum in the Senate, he should move that 
the House adjourn. 

The motion was carried, and the House ad- 
journed accordingly. 


Turespay November 21. 


Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, Dwiaut Fosvrer ; from New York, Par- 


Lip Van CORTLANDT ; and from Virginiay CARTER | 
B. Harrison, appeared, and took their seats in 


the House. 

Mr, Coit, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a report that the newly returned members 
were entitled to their seats. 

Mr. Harrek said, as he understood the late 
Committee of Claims was not now in existence, 
he should move for the appointment of such a 
committee. 

The motion was carried, and a committee of 
seven, members were appointed, viz: Messrs. 
Dwiexur Fostrer,Coir, THOMSON, Hanna, BAER, 
Jones, and STANFORD. 

Mr. Livinesron moved that a Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures be also appointed. 

The motion was agreed to, and a committee of 
seven members appointed, viz: Messrs. Livine- 
ston, CHAMPLIN, GRISWOLD, SCHUREMAM, SWAN- 
WICK, Grove, and DENT. 

After the reception. and disposition of. several 
private memorials, the House adjourned. . 


WEDNES 


| Two other members, to wit: from Pennsylva- 
| nia, Davin Bann, and SAMUEL SITGREAVES, ap- 
! peared and took their seats. 

: A message was received from the Senate in- 
: forming the House that the Senate had formed a 
| quorum, and that they had elected Mr. Reap as 
; President pro tem. 

Mr. Wi.LiaMs moved that a committee be ap- 
| pointed, jointly with one to be appointed by the 4 
' Senate, to wait on the President of the United 

i States, to inform him that quorums of both Houses 
| are assembled, and are ready to receive any com- 
munications which he may think proper to make 
| to them. 

The motion was agreed to, and Messrs. Oris, 
Rutiepge, and Dawson, were appointed a com- 
mittee for the purpuse. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
rming the House that they concurred with them 
| in the appointment of a committee to wait on the: : 
| President, and that they had appointed Messrs, | 
| Bincuam and Tracy, a committee on their part. 

Subsequently, the committee reported that they 
had performed the service, and that the President 
had signified that he would meet both Houses in 
the Representatives’ Chamber to-morrow at 12 
o’clock. i 


CUSTOM-HOUSE REGULATIONS. 


Mr. Rurtepce presented a memorial from the 
merchants of Charleston, complaining of the ope- 
ration of the law for the regulation of the, custum- 
house at that place, by which the collector is to 
cause to be weighed by his own officers, all goods 
and wares imported, which were heretofore weigh 
ed by the proprietors of the wharves, who kept 
persons for the purpose, and which added consid- 
erably to the value of the private property of the 
individuals owning the said wharves. They stat 
this grievance to have put them to great inconve+ 
nience, and pray for redress. Referred to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF THE ARTS. 


Mr. Corr observed that there were, in his 
opinion, some inconsistencies in the act for the 
encouragement and protection of the useful arts. 
By this act, any person swearing that he is the 
inventor of any improvement, and paying the 
expense of the patent, may obtain one; and if any. 
| person infringes it, he has his remedy by suing 
‘him. The general scope of the act did not go to 
| define who was the real inventor; this was left to 
i be determined. In the former act on this subject; 
certain of the Heads of Departments were to deter- 
| mine whether any object proposed for a patent 

was really a new invention. In looking further 
| into the act he found two clauses which he thought 
inconsistent with the general tenor of the law, 
[these he read,] and therefore moved that a com- 
mittee be appointed to inquire whether any, and if 
any, what alterations are necessary to be made in 
the said-act. Agreed to, and a committee of three: 
| members appointed. ` 


ay, November 22. 


| fo 
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BENJAMIN WELLS. 


Mr. FinpLey presented the memorial of Benja- 
tmin Wells, collector of revenue for the fourth sur- 
vey of the district of Pennsylvania, who states 
that, in the years 1791, 1792, 1793, and 1794, and 
particularly in the last year, he had been greatly 
obstructed in the performance of his duty by per- 
sons opposed to the laws which he had to exe- 
cute, by which he had experienced considerable 
loss and injury. He acknowledges having received 
from the commissioners, in pursuance of the act 
passed on this subject, upwards.of eight hundred 
dollars, but this sum being inadequate to his com- 
pensation, he prays for further relief. 

‘Mr. F. moved that this memorial, being a sin- 
gular case, and the petitioner being in town wait- 
ing the issue of his application, should be referred 
to a select committee. This motion was second- 
ed by Mr. Hart ey, and opposed. by Messrs. Corr 
and Macon, who were of opinion that the subject 
“would come properly under the cognizance of the 
Committee of Claims, and that it was desirable, 
in order to preserve a uniformity in their proceed- 
ings, to have this and all other claims, referred to 
the standing committee. Mr. Macon therefore 
inoved that this petition should be referred to the 
Committee of Claims; but, at the request of Mr. 
Hartcey, both motions were withdrawn, and the 
petition was ordered to lie on the table. 

+ Mr. Finney gave notice he should call it up 
to-morrow. 


UNFINISHED BUSINESS. 


On motion of Mr. Harper, the report of the 
Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business 
“was taken up, and the following resolution having 
een read, was agreed to: 

“ Resolved, That all petitions depending and unde- 
ided upon at the second session of the fourth Congress, 
md at the last session, ought to be taken up and acted 
pon by the House, as the same may be called for by 
ny member, or upon the application of the individual 
Jaimant or petitioner.” 


‘Mr. HARPER then observed, that amongst the 
nfinished business, there was a report on the pe- 
on of Henry Hill, which was favorable to the 
etitioner. He wished, as the business had been 
g before the House, to have it early decided 
pon, and would move, therefore, that it be com- 
nitted to a Committee of the Whole House. 
¿greed to, and made the order for Monday. 

Mr. Livineston said, amongst the unfinished 


-from Canada and Nova Scotia. He wished it to 
be referred toa Committee of the Whole. Agreed 
to, and made the order for Monday. 

Mr. Harrer observed, that towards the close 
of the last session, a very distressing case was 
brought before the House, and postponed for want 
of time; he meant that of Antonia Carmichael, 
‘widow of William Carmichael. He moved that 
he report be referred toa Committee of the Whole. 
.ereed to, and made the order for Tuesday. 

Mr. Livineston said, there was a report of a 
elect committee on the operation. of the act for 
he relief and protection of American seamen, 


jusiness, he found a bill for the relief of refugees | 


; which included the subject of an establishment of 
a marine hospital, and other important matters. 
He wished this subject referred to a Committee - 
of the Whole. Agreed to, and made the order for 

| Tuesday. 

| Several other reports were moved for, and simi- 

larly disposed of. i 

| Mr. VENABLE thought it not right that business 

į which was perfectly new to many members should 

i be thus referred to Committees of the Whole. 

He did not think the resolution of the Committee 

of Revisal and Unfinished Business went so far. 

He thought that it meant only that the petitions 

| and reports should be taken up and read, and then 

i disposed of as the House should think proper. 

he Speaker decided that the order taken was 
| agreeable to thereported resolution of the Commit- 
| tee of Revisal and Unfinished Business, which 
had been agreed to. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they had agreed to a reso- 
lution for the appointment of two Chaplains, one 
for each House, to interchange weekly; and that 
they had appointed on their part the Right Rev- 
erend Bishop Wurtz. 


i 
| 


Tuurspay, November 23, 


Two wew members, to wit: Winttam C. C. 
| CLAIBORNE, from the State of Tennessee; and 
Tuomas Pinckney, returned to serve as a mem- 
ber of this House for the State of South Carolina, 
in the room of William Smith, appointed Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary of the United States to the 
Court of Lisbon, appeared, produced. their creden- 
tials, and took their seats in the House; the oath 
to support the Constitution of the United States 
being first administered to them by Mr. SPEAKER; 
according to law. 

Two other members, to wit: from Virginia, 
THomas CLAIBORNE and Joun Cropton, appear- 
| ed, and took their seats in the House. i 


] PRESIDENTS SPEECH. 


The hour of twelve being near at hand, the 
SPEAKER announced it, and a message was sent to 
the Senate to inform them that they were met 
and ready to receive the communications of the 
President of the United States, agreeably to his 
appointment. 

The members of the Senate attended accord- 
ingly, and about a quarter after twelve the Prest- 
DENT OF THE Uniren Srares (after visiting the 
Senate Chamber) entered the House, accompanied 
| by his Secretary and the Heads of Departments, 
| and, being seated, rose and delivered the follow- 
ing Address: : 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and ` 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


I was for some time apprehensive that- it- would be 
necessary, on account of the contagious sickness which 
afflicted the city of Philadelphia, to convene the Na- 
tional Legislature at some other place. - This measure 
it was desirable to avoid, because it would éccasion 
much public inconvenience, and a- considerable pub- 
liċ expense, and add to the calamities of the ins 
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habitants of this city, whose sufferings must have ex- 
cited the sympathy of all their fellow-citizens. There- 
fore, after taking measures to ascertain the state and 
decline of the sickness, I postponed my determination, 
having hopes, now happily realized, that, without haz- 
ard to the lives or health of the members, Congress 
might assemble at this place, where it was next by law 
to meet. I submit, however, to your consideration, 
whether a power to postpone the meeting of Congress, 
without passing the time fixed by the Constitution, 
upon such occasions, would not be a useful amendment 
to the law of one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
four. i 

Although I cannot yet congratulate you on the re-es- 
tablishment of peace in Europe, and the restoration of se- 
curity to the persons and properties of our citizens from. 
injustice and violence at sea, we have nevertheless 
abundant cause of gratitude to the Source of Benevo- 
lence and Influence, for interior tranquillity and person- 
al security, for propitious seasons, prosperous agricul- 
ture, productive fisheries, and general improvements ; 
and, above all, for a rational spirit of civil and religious 
liberty, and a calm, but steady determination to sup 
port our sovereignty, as well as our moral and religious 
principles, against all open and secret attacks. 

Our Envoys Extraordinary to the French Republic 
embarked, one in July, the other early in August, to 
join their colleague in Holland. I have received intel- 
ligence of the arrival of both of them in Holland, from 
whence they all procecded on their journey to Paris, 
within a few days of the nineteenth of September. 
Whatever may be the result of this mission, I trust that 
nothing will have been omitted on my part, to conduct 
the negotiation to asuccessful conclusion, on such equita- 
ble.terms as may be compatible with the safety, honor, and 
jnterests of the United States. Nothing, in the mean- 
time, will contribute so much to the preservation of 
peace, and the attainment of justice, as a manifestation 
of that energy and unanimity of which, on many for- 
mer occasions, the people of the United States have 
given such memorable proofs, and the exertion of those 
resources for national defence, which a beneficent Pro- 
vidence has kindly placed within their power. 

Tt may be confidently asserted, that nothing has oc- 
curred since the adjournment of Congress, which ren- 
ders inexpedient those precautionary measures recom- 
mended by me to the consideration of the two Houses, 
at the opening of your late extraordinary session. If 
that system was then prudent, it is more so now, as in- 
creasing depredations strengthen the reasons for its 
adoption. 

Indeed, whatever may be the issue of the negotiation 
with France, and whether the war in Europe is or is 
not to. continue, I hold it most certain that perfect tran- 
quillity and order will not soon be obtained. The state 
of ‘society has so long been disturbed; the sense of 
moral and religious obligations so much weakened; 
public faith and national honor have been so impaired ; 
respéct to treaties has been so diminished, and the law of 
yiations has lost so much of its force; while pride, am- 
pition, avarice, and violence, have been so long unre 
strained, there remains no reasonable ground on which 
to raisé an expectation, that a commerce, without pro- 
tection or defence, will not be plundered. 


“The commerce of the United States is essential, if not 
tó their existence, at least to their comfort, their growth, 
prospeiity, and happiness. The genius, character, and 
habits of the people are highly commercial ; their cities 
Rave. been founded, and exist, upon commerce; our 


agriculture, fisheries, arts, and manufactures, are con- 
nected with and depend upon it; in short, commerce 
has made this country what it is, and it cannot be 
destroyed or neglected without involving the people in 
poverty and distress; great numbers are directly and 
solely supported by navigation—the faith of society is 
pledged for the preservation of the rights of commercial, 
and seafaring, no less than of the other citizens. Under 
this view of our affairs, I should hold myself guilty of a 
neglect of duty, if I forebore to recommend that we 
should make every exertion to protect our commerce, 
and to place our country in a suitable posture of defence, 
as the only sure means of preserving both. 

I have entertained an expectation, that it would have 
been in my power, at the opening of this session, to 
have communicated to you the agreeable information of *. | 
the due execution of our treaty with His Catholic Ma- 
jesty, respecting the withdrawing of his troops from our 
territory, and the demarkation of the line of limits; but 
by the latest authentic intelligence, Spanish garrisons 
were still continued within the limits of our country, 
and the running of the boundary line had not been com- 
menced. These circumstances are the more to be re- 
gretted, as they cannot fail to affect the Indians in a 
manner injurious to the United States; still, however, 
indulging the hope that the answers which have been. 
given, will remove the objections offered by the Spanistf 
officers to the immediate execution of the treaty, I have 
judged it proper that we should continue in readiness ta 
receive the posts, and to run the line of limits. Further 
information on this subject will be communicated in the 
course of the session. 

In connection with the unpleasant state of things on 
our western frontier, it is proper for me to mention the 
attempts of foreign agents to alienate the affections of 
the Indian nations, and to excite them to actual hostil 
ties against the United States; great activity has bee 
exerted by these persons, who have insinuated them: 
selves among the Indian tribes, residing within th 
territory of the United States, to influence them, ö` 
transfer their affections and force to a foreign nation, 
form them into a confederacy, and prepare them for wa 
against the United States. ; 


Although measures have been taken to countera 
these infractions of our rights, to prevent Indian hostil 
ties, and to preserve their attachment to the United. 
States, it is my duty to observe, that, to give a bette 
effect to these measures, and to obviate the conseque 
ces of a repetition of such practices, a law, providin; 
adequate punishment for such offences, may be necessary 

The Commissioners appointed under the fifth article: 
of the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and Navigatio 
between the United States and Great Britain, to asce; 
tain the river, which was truly intended, under th 
name of the river St. Croix, mentioned in the Treaty 
Peace, met at Passamaquoddy Bay in October, 1796, 
and viewed the mouths of the rivers in question, and 
the adjacent shores and islands; and being of opinio 
that actual surveys of both rivers to their sources, we 
necessary, gave the agents of the two nations instruc: 
tions for that purpose, and adjourned to meet at Boston 
in August : they met; but the surveys, requiring mo 
time than had been supposed, and not being then com- 
pleted, the Commissioners again adjourned to meet-at 
Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, in June next, 
when we may expect a final examination and decisió 

The Commissioners appointed in pursuance of thé, 
sixth article of the treaty, met at Philadelphia in Ma 
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last, to examine the claims of British subjects, for debts 
contracted before the peace, and still remaining due to 
them, from citizens or inhabitants of the United States. 
Various causes have hitherto prevented any determina- 
tions; but the business is now resumed, and doubtless 
will be prosecuted without interruption. 

Several decisions on the claims of the citizens of the 
United States, for losses, and damages, sustained by 
reason of irregular and illegal captures, or condemna- 
tions, of their vessels or other property, have been made 
by the Commissioners in London, conformably to the 
seventh article of the treaty ; the sums awarded by the 
Commissioners have been paid by the British Govern- 
ment; a considerable number of other claims, where 
costs and damages, and not captured property, were the 
only objects in question, have been decided by arbitra- 
tion, and the sums awarded to the citizens of the United 
States have also been paid. 


The Commissioners appointed agreeably to the 2Ist | 
article of our Treaty with Spain, met at Philadelphia ; 
in the Summer past, to examine and decide on the | 
claims of our citizens for losses they have sustained in | 
consequence of their vessels and cargoes having been | 
taken by the subjects of His Catholic Majesty, during | 


the late war between Spain and France ; their sittings 
have been interrupted, but are now resumed. 


; public defence was provided for, chiefly at the expense 
(of individuals, a system of loans has been introduced. 
_ And as no nation can raise, within the year, by taxes, 
| sufficient sums for its defence, and military operations in 
| time of war, the sums loaned and debts contracted have 
| necessarily become the subjects of what have been called 
: funding systems. The consequences arising from the 
; continued accumulation of public debts in other coun- 
| tries, ought to admonish us to be careful to prevent their 
‘growth in our own. The national defence must be 
‘ provided for as well as the support of Government ; but 
: both should be accomplished, as much as possible, by 
| immediate taxes, and as little as possible by loans. The 
| estimates for the services for the ensuing year will, by 
| my direction, be laid before you. 
| Gentlemen of the Senate and 
i Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
We are met together at a most interesting period ; 
the situations of the principal Powers of Europe are 
singular and portentous: connected with some by 
treaties and with all by commerce, no important event 
i there can be indifferent to us; such circumstances call 


: with peculiar importunity, not less for a disposition to 
unite in all those measures on which the honor, safety, 
and prosperity of our country depend, than for all the 
exertions of wisdom and firmness. 


* The United States being obligated to make compen- | 
‘sation for the losses and damages sustained by British | 
subjects, upon the award of the Commissioners acting | 
under the sixth article of the Treaty with Great Britain, | 
and for the losses and damages sustained by British | : i : 
subjects, by reason of the capture of their vessels and! Having concluded his Speech, and delivered 
merchandise, taken within the limits and jurisdiction of ; copies of it to the President pro tem. of the Senate, 
the United States, and brought into their ports, or and to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
taken by vessels originally armed in ports of the United | tives, the Presipenr retired, the SPEAKER resumed 
States, upon the awards of the Commissioners acting | the Chair, and the House being come to order, he, 


In all such measures you may rely on my zealous 


and hearty concurrence. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unirep States, November 23, 1797. 


under the seventh article of the same treaty, it is neces- 
sary that provision be made for fulfilling these obligations, 

The numerous captures of American vessels by cruisers 
of the French Republic, and of some by those of Spain, 
have occasioned considerable expenses, in making and 


supporting the claims of our citizens before their tribunals. | 
The sums required for this purpose have, in divers in- | 


stances, been disbursed by the Consuls of the United 
States; by means of the same captures, great numbers 


_ of our seamen have been thrown ashore in foreign 


countries, destitute of all means of subsistence, and the 


sick in particular have been exposed to grievous suffering. | 


The Consuls have, in these cases also, advanced 
moneys for their relief; for these advances they reasona- 
bly expect reimbursements from the United States. 
The Consular act relative to seamen requires revision 
and amendment; the provisions for their support in 


foreign countries, and for their return, are found to be | 
Another provision seems | 


Inadequate, and ineffectual. 
necessary to be added to the Consular act; some foreign 
vessels have been discovered sailing under the flag of 
the United States, and with forged papers. It seldom 
happens that the Consuls can detect this deception, be- 
cause they have no authority to demand an inspection of 
the registers and sea-letters. 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


It is my duty to recommend to your serious conside- 
ration those objects which, by the Constitution, are 
placed particularly within your sphere—the national 
debt and taxes. 

Since the decay of the feudal system, by which the 


‘as usual, read the Speech from the Chair. This 
| being done, on motion, it w#s referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and made the order 
: for to-morrow. It was ordered also to be printed. 


CHAPLAIN TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Witutams observed it was not usual to 
‘attend to much business on the day the Speech 
; was delivered; but he should wish that they might 
i take up the resolution of the Senate respecting the 
i appointment of Chaplains. 

! The motion was agreed to, and the resolve of 
; the Senate having been read, 

| Mr. Macon objected to the form of it. If they 
| were to agree to a resolution of this kind, he hoped 
‘it would be in the usual form. The Senate, with- 
| out their concurrence to the resolution, had pro~ 
ceeded to elect a Chaplain, which was contrary to 
‘former practice. They ought first, he said, to have 
: known that this House would agree to have Chap- 
‘lains before they had proceeded to an election. 
: He called for the reading of the former resolution. 
i Mr. Wurms did not think the variation ma- 
; terial. 

: Mr. VenaB_e wished to have the question divi- 
: ded, as the resolution and election were two dis- 
(tinct things. He therefore moved tostrike out the 
‘latter part. 

: Mr. Dwicut Fosrer saw no necessity for stri- 
| king out any part of the resolution. It might very 
i well be divided.. He therefore moved that the 
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sense of the House might first be taken on the 
former part. 


Mr. VENABLE consented, and the first part was 
agreed to. 


. Mr. Wıittiams then moved that the House pro- į 


ceed to the election ofa Chaplain. Agreed to. 

The Speaker informing the House that a pre- 
vious nomination was necessary, 

Mr. Wixttiams nominated the Rev. ASHBEL 
GREEN. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms was directed to collect 
the ballots, and Messrs. Griswotp and N. Smiru 
were appointed tellers. 

The votes being examined, Mr. Griswotn re- 
ported the result to be: 

For Dr. Green 

For Dr. Priestley - 

For Dr. Blair 

For General Williams 

For Mr. Ustick - - i 

Dr. Green was of course declared duly elected. 

After reading a few private petitions which were 
referred to the Committee of Claims, the House 
adjourned. 
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Frivay, November 24. 


ADDRESS. TO THE PRESIDENT. 
_ Mr. Harper moved that the House form itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the Speech of 
the President of the United States. 
The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Denr was 
called to the Chair. The Speech having been 
read by the Chairman, 


“Mr. Harper and Mr. Lon rose together. The | 
Chairman determining the former to have the | 


precedence, 

Mr. Harper observed that it had been usual for 
the House to present an Address in answer to the 
communications of the President. He said he had 
in his hand the resolution which had heretofore 
been adopted, which he should submit to the con- 
sideration of the committee. It was to the follow- 
ing effect : 


“Resolved, That a respectful Address be presented by 


the House of Representatives to the President of the | 
United States, in answer to his Speech to both Houses | 


of Congress at the commencement of the present ses- 
sion, containing assurances that the House will take 
into, consideration the various and important matters 
recommended to their attention.” 


_ Mr. Lyon said he was opposed to a resolution 
of this kind. He had risen to have made a differ- 


ent one, but the preference had been given to the | 


gentleman from South Carolina. He wished to 


get rid of a debate of ten or fourteen days about | 


the wording of an Answer to the Presidents 
Speech. He had it in contemplation to have re- 
turned an- Answer directly from the House, by 
appointing a committee to inform the President 
they were ready to go on with their business; as 
he wished also to get rid of the troublesome and 
greatly derided custom of turning out en masse to 
wait upon the President.. If he were in order, he 
would read what he intended to have moved. 


The Cnairman declaring it would be in order 
to read the proposition in his place, Mr. Lyon rea 
ias follows: : 


| Resolved, As the opinion of this committee, that the 
i various subjects submitted to the consideration of Con- 
i gress by the President of the United States, in his 
| Speech to both Houses at the commencement of the 
| present session, ought to be taken into full and mature 
| consideration by this House, and proceeded on with 
i that due attention and despatch which their respective 
importance and a just regard to the public interest may 
demand; and that a committee of members be ap- 
| pointed to wait on the President, and in the name of 
| the House respectfully to assure him of its ready cò- 
| operation with the other Departments of Government, 
in all such measures as may be deemed advisable for 
| the public good, and to promote the peace, happiness, 
and welfare of the United States.” 


Mr. Harper supposed it was not necessary to` 
use any arguments to show the propriety of adopt- 
ing the same resolution which had hitherto been 
thought proper. He believed the occasions for in- 
novation should be evident and strong, before they 
were resorted to. He had never heard any reason, 
in private or in public, for departing from the rule: 
which had been laid down by their predecessor... 
With respect to the propriety of this mode of pro 
ceeding, if it should be called in question, he 
doubted not that there were members present wh 
| would show that it was proper, and had beet 
| adopted after serious consideration ; but the mode: 
| 
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of gentlemen who were opposed to the measure. 
They might make objections to every sentimen 
| in an Answer, and by that means produce a lon; 
debate; otherwise the business would not be. 
troublesome one. As to its being a derided cere 
mony, he knew gentlemen who had caused them: 
selves to be subjects of derision by their attemp 
to deride it; but whether those attempts had re 
dounded to their own honor, or made them appea: 
ridiculous, he left every one to decide. 

Mr. Oris inquired whether the resolution of thi 
gentleman who had just sat down was in order.: 

The Cuarnman replied, that the motion of th 
gentleman from South Carolina must first be de 
cided upon. i 

It was then put and carried by 52 votes in the. 


The committee then rose and reported the reso-. 
| lution. The House took it up; when 

Mr. Havens called for the yeas and nay: 
which having been agreed to, ie 

Mr. VENABLE said, the yeas and nays havin, 
been determined to be taken, as he intended to 
vote in the negative, he thought it necessary; to 
give his reasons for doing so. He did not wis 
to enter into a long discussion on the subject at 
present. It was well known, that the mode. of 
proceeding in answering the Address, had ocea~ 
sioned considerable embarrassment in the House. 


affirmative. ood 
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It was not out of any disrespect to the Chief Ma- 
gistrate that he was opposed to it. 
man from South Carolina had said, that except 
inconveniences had grown out of the practice, it 
# ought not to be altered. If the gentleman would 
l stand on this ground, he would pardon his vote. 
It was not from a wish to innovate, that he wished 
the custom departed from, but because it had been 
found to be attended with real inconveniences. 
It was well known that heretofore two or three 
‘weeks had been consumed in debating upon an 
answer to the Speech, which he thought an unne- 
cessary waste of time, and delay of public busi- 
ness. This he thought a serious evil, and a suffi- 
cient reason for departing from the former prece- 
dent, which was established at a time when this 
inconvenience was not seen. He was, therefore, 
willing to change it. 

Mr. Lyon said, it did not argue much for the 
age we live in, that they were to follow customs, 
merely because they had been established, which 

was all the reason the gentleman from South Ca- 
- rolina had given for adopting his resolution. He 
‘thought the gentleman last up had shown suffi- 
© cient ground for departing from the old practice. 

He himself had attended to every argument he 
<- had heard in that House and out of it on the sub- 
| ject, in its favor, and he did not think them of any 
weight. He should wish to hear the reasons 
© which gave rise to it. It was his opinion that 
they ought not to be bound by precedent, but 
every day endeavor to do better than they did 
the last. 
The question was put, and decided in the affir- 
mative—yeas 57, nays 20, as follows: 

-Yuas—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Abraham Bald- 

‘win, James’ A. Bayard, Stephen Bullock, John Chap- 
man, Thomas Claiborne, James Cochran, Joshua Coit, 
William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, George Dent, Wil- 
iam Edmond, Thomas Evans, William Findley, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger 
Griswold, John` A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, David Holmes, 
Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, Walter Jones, 
Edward Livingston, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, 
William Mathews, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, 
Harrison G. Otis, Isaac Parker, Thomas Pinckney, 
John Reed, John Rutledge, jr, James Schureman, 
William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sit- 
Greaves, Nathaniel Smith, Richard Sprigg, jr, John 
Swanwick, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark 
‘Thomson, Thomas Tillinghast, John E. Van Alen, 
oseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, John Williams, 
and Robert Williams. 
-Nays—David Bard, William Charles Cole Claiborne, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, John Dawson, Lucas 
Elmendorph, Albert Gallatin, Carter B. Harrison, Jona- 
than N. Havens, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Na- 
haniel Macon, Blair. McClenachan, Anthony New, 
William Smith, Richard Stanford, Abraham Trigg, 
ohn nee Philip Van Cortlandt, and Abraham 
Tenable. 


<Mr. Lyon said, the House had now determined 
“Upon an Address. He would move what he 
hought would be the proper form. [He then 
read. the substance of his resolution. ] 


The gentle- say what the Address should be. 


The Speaxer said it was not now in order to 
The gentleman 
might, after the committee was appointed, make 
his motion by way of instruction to the commit- 
tee; or, when the Address should be reported, he 
might move his as a substitute. 

Mr. Lyon questioned the opinion of the 
Speaker as to his being out of order. 

The Speaker declared he was so; if the gen- 
tleman still thought otherwise, he might appeal to 
the House. . 

Mr. Lyon submitted, and a committee of five 
was appointed to draught an Answer, viz: Messrs. 
Oris, Dawson, RUTLEDGE, Bayarp,and BALDWIN. 


COLLECTION OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. Harper said, amongst the unfinished busi- 
ness of last session, there was a bill for the more 
effectual collection of certain internal revenues. 
He wished it to be committed to a Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. GALLATIN said it was unusual to go into 
the consideration of a: bill which originated in a 
former session, in this summary way. 

The Speaker said he was about to observe; 
that the resolution of the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, which had been agreed 
to, did not comprise bills; they must of course be 
proceeded with according to the rule of the House 
on that subject, which he read. i 

Mr. Harrer consented, and withdrew his 
motion. 


| 


FOREIGN COINS. 


Mr. Venage moved that a committee be ap- 
pointed to consider whether any and what altera- 
tions are necessary in the law for regulating foreign 
coins. He said very considerable loss had been 
experienced in different parts of the country by 
foreign coins, particularly by French crowns, and 
he thought some regulation on this subject was 
immediately necessary. 

Mr. Macon and Mr. Harrison spoke of the 
necessity of the measure, and a committee of three 
was appointed. 


BENJAMIN WELLS. 

Mr. Finpizy moved that the petition of Benja- 
min Wells, collector in the western part of Penn- 
sylvania, for further redress for injury sustained 
by the insurrection, presented the other day, be 
referred to a select committee. ; 

Mr. Macon objected to its being sent to a spe- 
cial committee, on the same ground as when it 
was presented. ; 

Mr. Harrer spoke in favor of a select commit- 
tee, on account of the singularity of the case, and 
went into the merits of the claim. 

Mr. Srrareaves wished it on account of des- 
patch, as the petitioner was waiting. 

Mr. Corr acknowledged that select committees 
were generally more favorable to claims than the 
standing committee, but he did not think this 
ought to make them depart from their usual prac- 
tice, particularly as the rule of the House was ex- 
press on this head. [He read it] 

Mr. GALLATIN was in favor of a select com- 
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mittee, as the petition involved the question whe- 
ther any further relief ought to be granted to per- 
sons of this description. He did not wish this 
because he was in favor of further recompense. for 


he and the people in his part of the country | 


thought there had been already more than suffi- 
cient granted. He wished the question, however, 
to come into discussion, and to have a decision; 
and as the Committee of Claims uniformly throw 
out all claims which were not founded upon 
some law, they would certainly throw out this, as 
it asked a favor, rather than demanded a right; he 
was in favor of its going to a select committee. 

The question was put on reference to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and carried —38 to 37. 


EVIDENCE IN CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


Mr. Harper said, he should lay upon the table 
some resolutions respecting the mode of taking 
evidence in contested elections. It would be re- 
collected, he said, that the House had experienced 
great inconvenience for want of some fixed mode 
of taking evidence in such cases. Persons had 
been obliged to attend here for instructions, they 


had gone back to take the evidence, and before 


they could return the session probably had closed. 
To remedy this inconvenience, it had been thought 
some permanent mode might be adopted so as to 
prevent these double journeys and consequent ex- 

enses, The motion which he now submitted was 


rought forward in the session before last, but | 


postponed for want of time. 
The resolutions were as follows: 


“ Resolved, That the method of taking evidence to 
be adduced in the trial of contested elections for this 
House, shall hereafter be as follows: 

“ First. The party intending to contest an election 
shall give notice of such intention to the person return- 
ed. Ifit be an election in the usual course, this notice 
shall be given at least weeks before the time when 
the said person is to take his seat; if not in the usual 
course, but to fill a vacancy, then the notice shall be 
given within days after the persons appointed to 
hold the election shall have made known, publicly, the 
state of the poll. The notice shall be delivered in writ- 
ing, at the usual residence of the person returned; and 
if he be absent, shall be left there open. 

“ Secondly. That the party intending to take exami- 
nations shall then apply to some justice or judge of the 
courts of the United States, or some chancellor, justice, 
or judge of ‘a supreme, superior, or county court, or 
court of common pleas, of any State; or some mayor 
or chief magistrate of a town or city, and shall obtain a 
notification, under his hand and seal, directed to the 
opposite party, and requiring him to attend by himself, 
or his attorney, duly authorized, and cross-examine the 
witnesses. This notification shall state the time and 
place of examination, and the names of the witnesses ; 


and it shall be served on the opposite party, or his at- | 


torney, duly authorized, as either may be nearest to such 
place; provided either is within one hundred miles of 
it, for attendance. After receiving the notification, one 
day, exclusive of Sundays, shall be allowed for every 
twenty miles. : 

“ Thirdly. In all cases where either party shall give 
notice to the other of his having appointed. an attorney 
for the purpose aforesaid, it shall be necessary to serve 
the above mentioned notification on the attorney. 


| “ Fourthly. Every person deposing shall make oath 
| or affirmation to testify the whole truth, and shall sub: 
| scribe the testimony by him or her given; which shall : 
| be reduced to writing only by the magistrate taking the | 
deposition, or by the deponent, in his pressnce. The ™ 
| deposition so taken, together with the certificate of the © 
notices and proof of the service of them, shall be sealed 
up by the magistrate who took it, and transmitted to 
the Speaker of the House. 

“ Resolved, That the examination of witnesses, taken, 
| in this manner, and no other, shall hereafter be admit- 
| ted on trials of contested elections. 

“ Resolved, That copies of any papers recorded in 
| any office of record, provided those copies be attested 
under the hand and seal of the recording officer, shall 
be admitted at all such trials, in the same manner as 
the original would be, if produced. In like manner, 
| copies of any other papers of a public nature, and re- 
| maining in the possession of a public officer, shall be 
| admitted, when attested under the hand and seal of 
| that officer. : 
| “ Resolved, That copies of these resolutions 
i Shall be forwarded forthwith to the Executive of every 
| State, with a request that they will cause the managers 
| of every election, in their respective States, to be fur- 

nished with at least one copy.” ; 


| The resolutions were committed toa Committe 
| of the Whole for Wednesday. 
The House then adjourned till Monday next. . 


Monpay, November 27. 


| A new member, to wit: BAILEY BARTLETT, re- 
i turned to serve in this House as a member for 
i Massachusetts, in the place of Theophilus Brad- 
bury, who has resigned his seat, appeared, pro- 
duced his credentials, and took his seat in the 
| House; the oath to support the Constitution of the 
| United States being first administered to him by 
Mr. Speaker, according to law. 
| Several other members, to wit: from Massachu- 
setts, SAMUEL SewaLL; from New York, David 
Brooxs; from Maryland, Joan Dennis; from 
| Virginia, Jonn Nicnotas and Josian ParKer? 
and from North Carolina, Tuomas BLOUNT, ap- 
| peared and took their seats in the House. i 
I 
| REPORT ON CLAIMS. 
Mr. Dwienr Fosrer, from the Committee of 
| Claims, presented a report, which stated that the 
committee having examined the files and Journals 
| of the second session of the fourth Congress, found 
sundry petitions and memorials referred to th 
| Committee of Claims, which, for want of time,; 
i had not been reported upon; and that some of the: 
| petitioners being now attending to learn the issue: 
| of their applications, they proposed a resolution 
es the adoption of the House to the following’ 
effect: ; 


“ Resolved, That all claims which, during the second. 
session of the fourth Congress, were referred to the: 
| Committee of Claims, and not by them reported upon, : 
| be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Committee. 
| of Claims, to be by them reported upon agreeably to: 
| the rules of the House.” i ; 
| The resolution was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER observed, that there had been an 
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order made last week contrary to the rules of the 
House, by committing a bill to a Committee of 
the Whole, which had originated at a former ses- 
sion, without introducing it in the way directed 
by the rules. It would be necessary, therefore, to 
discharge the committee from the committal. 

Mr. Livinesron accordingly moved that the 
Committee of the Whole, to whom was referred 
the bill relative to refugees from Canada and Nova 
Scotia, be discharged from the consideration. 
Agreed to. 

Mr. Wituiams then moved that a committee be 
appointed to prepare and bring in a bill for that 
purpose. Agreed to, and a committee of three ap- 
pointed. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Livtneston observed, at the beginning of 
the first session of the last Congress, a committee 


was appointed to prepare and report standing rules | 


for the regulation of the House. He moved that 
such a committee be now appointed. 

Mr. Harper thought, on consideration, the gen- 
tleman would find this motion to be unnecessary. 
They had been in the habit, it was true, of hereto- 
fore appointing a committee to report a new set of 
rules; but he believed it would be allowed that 
the usefulness of rules depended in some degree 
upon their permanency. He thought they were 
changed too often, without good reason, which 
produced an uncertainty in the conducting of busi- 
ness. He saw no inconvenience which would at- 
tend the adoption of the present rules. He thought 
them sufficient; and if any gentleman wished to 
introduce any new rule, or to change an old one, 
he might do it by way of motion. 

Mr. Livingston said, the usual course was to 
appoint a committee to report a set of rules; and 
in the mean time the old ones were declared bind- 
< ing. With respect to the present rules, he had dis- 
. Covered several inconveniences. 
tion one, which was that requiring all bills to be 
introduced in the same way, though they had un- 
dergone discussion at a former session ; the incon- 
venience of which had just been seen, and which 
he thought a dilatory practice. The idea of the 
gentleman from South Carolina that they ought 
not to change their rules, he did not think deserv- 
ed all the weight which he gave it. Every House, 
by the Constitution, was to be the judge of its own 
rules, and the adopting those of a former House 
was merely a temporary expedient. If the House, 

owever, should not think proper to go into a re- 
vision of the old rules, he should move such alte- 
rations in them as appeared to him necessary. 

Mr. Harper replied, if the inconvenience which 
had been mentioned had existence, it might be 
removed by a particular motion; but he was 
doubtful whether the thing complained of was an 
meonvenience. He believed they were seldom too 
-slow in passing laws; the contrary was more fre- 
quently the case. The more formalities required, 
and the greater number of aspects in which a law 
Was seen, the more likely it would-be to be good. 
“Ika gentleman, wishing to. introduce a bill, had 

drawn. it up well, he would: have no difficulty in 
5th Con,—21 


He would men- | 


persuading a committee to report it; if not, it was 
better that it should be amended before its intro- 
į duction. He believed, therefore, that they had 
better go on in their usual way, and avoid inno- 
vation, 
Mr. GALLATIN said, as this motion was in con- 
formity to the constant practice of the House, he 
could not see with what propriety it could be call- 
ed an innovation. 
Mr. Sirereaves believed the rules of the last 
; House were already the rules of this, by a resolu- 
| tion of last session. 
The motion was put and negatived—87 to 32. 


UNIFORM MILITIA SYSTEM. 


| Mr. Wiuitams said, it was generally allowed 
i that the present militia laws were not only very 
| expensive in their execution, but very inadequate 

in their effects. The subject had before been 
under consideration; but, for want of time, was 
passed over. He, therefore, proposed a resolution 
to the following effect: 


“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to report 
whether any and what amendments are necessary to 
| the act providing an uniform militia system throughout 
| the United States.” 
Agreed to, and a committee of five appointed, 


ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Oris, from the committee appointed to 
draught an Address in answer to the Speech of 
| the President of the United States, reported the 
following. which was twice read, and referred to 
a Committee of the Whole for to-morrow: 


Sm: While our sympathy is excited by the recent 
sufferings of the citizens of Philadelphia, we partici- 
pate in the satisfaction which you are pleased to ex: 
press, that the duration of the late calamity was so 
limited, as to render unnecessary the expense and in- 
convenience that would have been incident to the con- 
vention of Congress in another place: and we shall 
readily attend to every useful amendment of the law 
which conteinplates the event of contagious sickness 
at the seat of Government. 
In lamenting the increase of the injuries offered to 
| the persons and property of our citizens at sea, we 
gratefully acknowledge the continuance of interior 
tranquillity, and the attendant blessings of which you 
remind us, as alleviations of these fatal effects of iñ- 
| justice and violence. 
Whatever may be the result of the mission to the 
French Republic, your early and uniform attachment 
to the interest of our country; your important services 
in the struggle for its independence, and your unceas- 
ing exertions for its welfare, afford no room to doubt of 
| the sincerity of your efforts to conduct the negotiation 

to a successful conclusion, on such terms as may be 
compatible with the safety, honor, and. interest of the 
United States. We have also a firm reliance upon the 
energy and unanimity of the people of these States, in 
the assertion of their rights, and on their determination 
to exert, upon all proper occasions, their ample re= 
sources in providing for the national defence. 

The importance of commerce, and its beneficial in- 
fluence upon agriculture, arts, and manufactures, have 
been verified in the growth and prosperity of our coun- 
try. It is essentially connected with the other great 
interests of the community. They must flourish and 
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decline together ; and while the extension of our navi- 
gation and trade naturally excites the jealousy, and 
tempts the avarice of other nations, we are firmly per- 
suaded, that the numerous and deserving class of citi- 
zens engaged in these pursuits, and dependent on them 
for their subsistence, has a strong and indisputable 
claim to our support and protection. 

The delay of the Spanish officers to fulfil the treaty 
existing with His Catholic Majesty is a source of deep 
regret. We learn, however, with satisfaction, that you 
still indulge hopes of removing the objections which 
have been made to its execution, and that you have 
continued in readiness to receive the posts. Disposed 
to perform, with fidelity, our national engagements, 
we shall insist upon the same justice from others 
which we exercise towards them. 

Our abhorrence cannot be too strongly expressed of 
the intrigues of foreign agents to alienate the affections 
of the Indian nations, and to rouse them to acts of hos- 
tility against the United States. No means in our 
power should be omitted of providing for the suppres- 
sion of such cruel practices, and for the adequate pun- 
ishment of their atrocious authors. 

Upon the other interesting subjects noticed in your 
Address, we shall bestow the requisite attention. To 
preserve inviolate the public faith, by providing for the 
due execution of our treaties; to indemnify those who 
may have just claims to retribution upon the United 
States for expenses incurred in defending the property 
and relieving the necessities of our unfortunate fellow- 
citizens; to guard against evasions of the laws in- 
tended to secure advantages to the navigation of our 
own vessels; and especially, to prevent, by all possible 
means, an unnecessary accumulation of the public 
debt, are duties which we shall endeavor to keep in 
view, and discharge with assiduity. 

We regard, with great anxiety, the singular and 
portentous situation of the principal Powers of Eu- 
rope. It was to be devoutly wished that the Uni- 
ted States, remote from this seat of war and dis- 
cord; unambitious of conquest; respecting the rights 
of other nations; and desirous, merely, to avail them- 
selves of their natural resources, might be permitted to 
behold the scenes which desolate that quarter of the 
globe with only those sympathctic emotions which are 
natural to the lovers of peace and friends of the human 
race. But we are led by events to associate with these 
feelings a sense of the dangers which menace our secu- 
rity and peace. We rely upon your assuratces of a 
zealous and hearty concurrence in such measures as 
may be necessary to avert these dangers; and nothing 
on our part shall be wanting to repel them, which the 
honor, safety, and prosperity of our country may re- 
quite. 

Mr. Harper said, that in pursuance of the no- 
tice. which he had given, he now rose to move a 
resolution to the following effect: 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to pre- 
pare and -report a bill for providing an uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States.” 

Mr. H. added, that it was unnecessary, he sup- 
posed, to enlarge upon the usefulness of such a 
aw. That the passing of it would be attended 
with. difficulties, he was ready to allow; but, as 
these could only be properly judged of when the 
bill was reported, he trusted no objection would 
be made to the appointment of the proposed com- 
mittee, . 


Mr. Corr would have no objection to agreeing 
to the resolution, if the mover would consent to a 
small alteration in its form. He wished, there- 
fore, that the committee should be appointed “to 
inguire whether such a law be expedient.” 

Mr. Harper said, if it was the intention of the 
gentleman to transfer the power of judging the 
expediency of the measure from the House toa 
select committee, he should certainly object to it. 
He believed the resolution would be best in its 
present form. 

Mr. Livineston said, there were two courses 
to be taken in the introducing of bills. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina had chosen that 
which directed the appointment of a committee 
to report a bill. Hemight have adopted the mode 
proposed by the gentleman from Connecticut; 
but there could be no question as to the propriety 
of the present motion. 

Mr. Batpwin observed that the way in which 
the gentleman from Connecticut might obtain his 
end, would be, by moving to commit the motion. 

Mr. Corr accordingly moved that the motion 
be committed. : 5 

Mr. Barpwın added, that the objections to this 
mode of proceeding, which might be urged in ordi- 
nary cases, were not applicable in this; because 
the committee appointed would see the several 
solemn decisions which had heretofore been had 
on this subject, and would calculate whether it 
would be worth their while to go over the same 
ground which had heretofore been trodden with 
so little success. If he recollected right, the late 
colleague of the present mover in the business in- 
troduced the measure in the first session of Con- 
gress under the present Government; but it was 
attended with so many difficulties, that the gentle- 
man himself was discouraged from proceeding 
with it. Almost every Congress since have had 
the subject before them. He believed that not less 
than five or six bills had gone out the same : 
course. Our country, he said, was so extensive, 
and our interests so various, that no system of bank- 
ruptcy, he believed, could be formed to suit all its 
parties. If, indeed, the committee, after revising . 
the several bills heretofore rejected, could suggest. : 
any new provisions which might appear to obvi- 
ate former objections, or if there should appear to - 
them to be any new circumstances in the present 
situation of the country which should even call for 
the law with its former deficiencies, wer will of 
course report a bill. Ifthe contrary should be the 
course, they will report it as their opinion. | 

The motion was agreed to, and a committee of 
five was appointed, viz: Messrs. HARPER, Cort, ` 
Nicuouas, Sirereaves, and BALDWIN. 


Tusspay, November 28. 


SamuEL Smits, from Maryland, appeared and: 
took his seat. , o 
Mr. Oris presented the petition of Deborah Gan- 
nett, praying compensation for her services as @ 
soldier in the Revolutionary war, under the name’. 
of Robert Shirtcliff; stating that she is able to pro~ 
duce certificates, not only of her having served, but 
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also of having been wounded. 
Committee of Claims. 


r y 
ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Corr moved for the order of the day on the 
reported Answer to the Presidents Speech. 

The motion being agreed to, the House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
upon that subject, and the Address having been 
read through by the Chairman, it was again read 
by paragraphs. The first four were read, without 
any objection being offered to them. The fifth 
being gone through, 

Mr. Pinckney said, he had to propose a small 


Referred. to the 


latter part of it.a little less harsh. Instead of say- 
ing, “we shall insist upon the same justice from 
others,” &c., he thought it would have the same 
effect, and the terms would be less objectionable, 
if the passage ran thus: “Nothing shall be want- 
ing on our part to obtain the same justice from 
others.” &c. The expression used, he said, might 


we wished without the possibility of giving offence, 
he thought that mode ought to be preferred. It 
was on this account that he wished the phraseol- 
ogy to be changed. 

Mr. VenaBLp would suggest an amendment, 
which he thought would produce the effect wished 
by the gentleman last up, without changing the 
ghee ogy so much as he had proposed. The 
way in which this might be done, would be by 
striking out the word “insist,” and inserting that 
of expect. 

_ Mr. Pincxney did not think this amendment 
would produce the effect he wished. Expectation, 
he said, might be entertained, without making an 
effort to obtain the object. We had already ex- 
pected a long time, without effort. He wished to 
express the same firmness which the committee 
intended by their report, but, at the same time, to 
avoid anything like harshness. ‘If the effect of the 


words. 

Mr. RUTLEDGE said, as a member of the commit- 
tee who reported the Address, he did not feel tena- 
cious as to the wording of it. At first, he thought 
with his colleague, who proposed the amendment, 
that the word insist was rather harsh; but, upon 
a little reflection, his objections to the phrase were 
moved. Indeed, he thought the proposed amend- 
‘ment would make the passage stronger than it 
was in the original. They might insist, he said, 
in argument; looking upon the treaty as a good 
one, they might insist upon its execution; but if 
it were not to be effected without going to war, 
they might afterwards relinquish it. The amend- 
ment he thought more forcible. It said “nothing 
Shall be wanting to obtain.” &c.; which would be 
to say, we look upon the treaty as a good one, and 


fulfilment. 
*-fecsay, that we are determined to have the treaty 
carried into effect, though war should be the price 
~ ofthe determination. 


alteration to this clause: he wished to make the! 


be perfectly justifiable, but, if we could obtain what | 


pod substitute had appeared to be the same, | 
he should have been sorry to have cavilled about | 


Mr. VenaB_e said, it was an objection. to the 
| proposed amendment, that the same phraseology 
| occurred in the last paragraph. He thought, there- 
| fore, it would be best to change the words in the 
way he had suggested; for, though the word 
expect was less harsh, he thought it equally forci- 
ble with insist. 

Mr. Bayarp was in favor of the amendment 
of the gentleman from South Carolina; and if the 
same phraseology had been proposed in the select 
committee, he should there have supported it. He 
did not think the substitute which had been pro- 
posed by the gentleman frem Virginia would pro- 
duce the effect intended by the gentleman from 
South Carolina. It was the intention of the com- 
mittee who reported the Address, to say something 
on the subject; but the proposed substitute said 
nothing. As to the objection of the gentleman, 
on account of the same phraseology occurring:in 
another part of the Address, there would be.no dif- 
ficulty in rectifying that, so as to produce that 
variety which the gentleman seemed so desirous 
of having. ; 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) approved of the 
amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
but not from the reasons which that gentleman had 
urged in support of it, but for those which his col- 
league had produced against it ; not because it ` 
was more smooth, but because it contained more 
of decision and firmness. He thought, in- this‘re- 
spect, this country had been trifled with, and any 
opinion expressed by them upon this subject 
ought to be done with a firmness of tone. ; 

Mr. Livinasron said, as gentlemen thought it 
necessary to give the reasons of their vote upon 
this occasion, be would just mention his. . If it 
| were intended to be inferred by the phraseology 
used upon this occasion, (as some gentlemen 
seemed to suppose,) that they were disposed to go 
to war in support of the Executive in their con- 
struction of the negotiation with Spain, he was 
| not prepared to say this for his constituents... He 
did not think the subject was sufficiently matured 
to give this decision. He considered the proposi- 
tion as a general one, and preferred the amendment 
of the gentleman from South Carolina to the origi- 
nal. He did not, indeed, think it materially differ- 
ent, until he heard the objections urged against it 
by a gentleman who was upon the committee, 
(Mr. Rurtepes.) He had said they might insist 
in argument. How insist in argument? What 
had the House to do with argument? Were they 
| to carry on the treaty? No. All the insisting they 


could show must be by acts: and not by argument. 
The question on Mr. Pinckney’s amendment 
| was put and carried, there being sixty-two mem- 
bers in the affirmative. 
The remainder of the Address. was then gone 
through, without. further observation. 


| Mr. Harper inquired, whether it would now be 


in order to go back to the first paragraph. On the 


nothing shall be wanting on our part to obtain its | Chairman’s informing him it would, he said he 
The words might even be considered | thought there wasan- expression in. the latter part 


of that paragraph which would require alteration. 
He meant that part which spoke of the law which 
contemplates. contagious: sickness at the seat of 
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Government. He supposed the committee meant 
to recommend such a law, as he believed there 
was not a law of that kind at present in existence. 
He therefore moved to strike out the words which 
had this reference. 

Mr. Oris said, his friend from South Carolina 
had overlooked the law in question, which was 
passed in 1794, in consequence of the contagious 
sickness which had been experienced in this city 
the preceding year, and which gave to the Presi- 
dent of the United States the power of convening 
Congress in any other place. 

Mr. Harrer acknowledged his mistake, and 
that his proposed amendment was therefore unne- 
cessary. 

Mr. H. said, he wished to propose an alteration 
in the phraseology of the fourth clause. It did 


not appear to him to be very polite, to talk to other 


nations about their jealousy and avarice; and 
whatever might be the latitude proper to be taken 
in private debate, when the House expressed itself 
publicly, he thought all unnecessary harshness 
should beavoided. He wished, therefore, to strike 
out some words, and introduce others, so that the 
passage, instead of reading as at present, might be 
thus expressed : “And while the extension of our 
navigation and trade may excite jealousy and 
tempt avarice, we are,” &c. 

Mr. Bayarn was opposed to this amendment. 
He did not think the phraseology could give um- 
oie ie to any nation whatever, since no nation 
could apply the phrase to itself. If the gentleman 
would consider the paragraph, he would find, that 
it was not said that any particular nation was jeal- 
ous.or avaricious ; but merely, if any nation were 
possessed of jealousy and avarice, our navigation 
and trade would naturally excite their jealousy 
and.tempt their avarice. Any general sentiment 
might as well be objected to as this. When it was 
said that the riches of one man tempt the avarice 
of others, it could not he inferred that any particu- 
lar men were pointed at. 

Mr. Harper did not think the amendment of 
very great importance, though of sufficient to be 
adopted. He did not think any nation could justly 
take the expression to itself, or that they could 
with propriety be offended with it ; but he thought 
It better to avoid all harsh expressions. He thought 
a proper degree of spirit, and even of anger and 
revenge, might be shown, without unbecoming ex- 
pressions ; not that he meant to say the expression 
im question was unbecoming, but he thought it 
harsh. He was also of opinion that the discrimi- 
nation of his friend, on the subject of jealousy and 
avarice, was more nice than solid. 

-The question was taken on Mr. HARPERS 
amendment, and negatived—47 to 33. 

The.committee then rose, and reported the Ad- 
dress with one amendment. The House took it 
up, and agreed to the amendment. 

Mr. Bayarp-then moved an amendment, to cor- 
rect the phraseology of the last paragraph. so as 
not to:clash with the amendment ; but the Spnax- 
ER.informing him the amendment could not be 
introduced: without a réecommittal,. the Address 
‘was agreed to without further amendment. 


Mr. Orıs moved that the SPEAKER, attended by 
the House, shall present the said Address to the 
President of the United States; and that a com- 
mittee be appointed to wait upon the President to 
know when and where it will be convenient for 
him to receive thesame. Agrecd to. 


ANTONIA CARMICHAEL. 


Mr. Harper moved that the House resolve itself” 
into a Committee of the Whole, on the report of 
the Secretary of State, on the memorial of Anto- 
nia Carmichael, widow of William Carmichael, 
deceased; which being agreed to, the House re- 
solved itself into a committee accordingly, and 
the report was read from the Chair. 

It appears that the late William Carmichael, 
(formerly a delegate in Congress from Maryland,} 
was appointed Secretary of Legation to Mr. Jay, 
Minister Plenipotentiary for negotiating a treaty 
with the King of Spain, in September, 1779; that. 
the commissions to the Secretaries to such Minis- 
ters, at that time, directed that, in case of the 
death of the Minister, or necessary absence, they 
are to take charge of all public affairs in his: 
hands, and to reside at such Court; that, on the 
4th October, 1779, Congress resolved that each of 
the Ministers Plenipotentiary be allowed at the 
rate of £2,500 sterling per annum, and each of 
their Secretaries at the rate of £1,000, in full for 
their expenses respectively; that Mr. Jay was 
called from Spain to Paris in May, 1782, to assist 
in the negotiation of peace, leaving the business of" 
his mission in Spain to Mr. Carmichael; that hi 
continued at the Court of Spain until he received 
a formal appointment in April, 1790, of Chargé 
des Affaires, under the new Government of the 
United States. Hence it follows that Mr. Car- 
michael was entitled not only to the salary of. 
£1,000 sterling as Secretary, but to such other 
allowances as were proper to be made to a Charg 
des Affaires, or Minister of the United States at 
foreign Court; for though the salaries were sai 
to be in full for their services and expenses, yet i 
was usual to make other allowances for contingen’ 
expenses ; that, atthe Court of Spain, foreign Min 
isters were obliged to attend the Court at their fiv 
different places of residence, at each of which h 
was under the necessity of hiring a house; thi 
Secretary of State therefore reports that the fol 
lowing extraordinary expenses in Mr. Carmi: 
chael’s account shall be allowed : : 
1782 to ’89. 1. Presents to porters and 

other servants of the 
Ministers of State, &c. 
eight years, at 1,840 
reals of vellon a year, 14,720 00 


Do. do. 2. Expenses of presenta- : 
tion at Court - 3,680 00: 
Do. do. 3. Expenses of illumina- age 
- tions, 7 years -  - 6,028 IT) 
Do. do. 4. For postage of letters, - 
8 years - - 26,103 00: 
Do. do. 5. Presents to letter-car- Ba 
riers, 8 years, at the 
King’s country seats 1,562 06 
Do. do. 6. Expenses of paper, 


quills, ink, &c: 8 y’rs 10,870 00: 
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1782 to’89. 7. Expenses of copying ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. 


different papers, 8 y’rs 9,686 00| Mr. Lyon said, when the motion was proposed 


Do. do. 8. eke be Pega yesterday on the subject of waiting upon the Pre- 
es T back Pi Madri 4” 16,010 00 | Stent, he should have opposed it, only that he did 
3 ? 


| 

| 

| Do. do. 9. For house-rent at the not wuts apnee ee gentlemen of m srati 
Scitos (country resi- cation of attending the ceremony ; and now he 

dence of the King) at | hoped those gentlemen would consent to gratify 

| Aranjuez, La Grango, | him by agreeing to a similar resolution to that of 

L’Escurial, and Le last session, excusing him from an attendance upon 

| Pardo, 8 years - 76,515 19 | the occasion. mae . i 

; Mr. Srrerraves said, that notwithstanding the 

i ia, g 

165,175 36 | precedent of last session, he should be opposed to 

i ——____ | indulging the gentleman from Vermont in his re- 

: Equal, at 26 reals to a dollar, to - $8,258 76 | quest. When a resolution passed that House, it 


was entitled to the obedience of all the members ; 
A concurrence with this report was advocated | and except the gentleman could assign some better 
by Messrs. Harper, HARTLEY, Pinckney, SPRIGG, | reason than he had heard for the indulgence, he 
GALLATIN, BAYARD, Craik, and T. CLAIBORNE, On | trusted he would not be excused from complying 
the ground of equity and humanity. It was op- | with the order. 
posed by Messrs: Wittiams, Macon, and Coir;| Mr. Lyon hoped he should be excused from re- 
they wished for further time and information on | peating the reasons which he had last session given 
the subject, and for that purpose Mr. WiLutaMs | for his motion. 
moved that the committee rise, in order that it; Mr. Macon observed, that whether the resolu- 
might be discharged from a further consideration | tion was agreed to or not, the gentleman might 
of the subject; and that the subject might be re- | doubtless remain behind if he chose, as he had no 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. It was urged | idea that the House could compel members to go 
by the friends of the report that further informa- | about parading the streets of Philadelphia. The 
tion could not be had than was ¢ontained in the | gentleman might have conscientious scruples, and 
report, and that the principle might as well now | if the ceremony were meant to be respectful to 
be decided upon as at any distant period; that it | the President, members should attend it freely, 
being a case founded on equity and not on law, it | or not at all. He should wish, therefore, that gen- 
‘was not a proper subject to be referred to the | tlemen disinclined to do the service, would not 
Committee of Claims. They urged, also, that a | join it. 
delay of justice was in this, as in most other cases, | Mr. TuaTcHEr saw no reason for excusing the 
a denial of it; that the estates of the widow were | gentleman from Vermont from his duty for a few 
mortgaged, and had been kept from sale from the | minutes. If he had business, and chose to ask 
hope of receiving what she petitioned for from | leave for a few days, he doubted not it would ‘be 
Congress. At length the motion for the commit- | granted; but when he wished to be excused from 
tee to rise was put and negatived, there being only | attending upon a business of importance, he 
seven votes in favor of it. A resolution was then | thought very special reasons should be given for 
agreed to, authorizing the accounting officers of | the indulgence. ace 
the Treasury to settle the account, and a commit-| Mr. Wittiams wished the gentleman would 
tee appointed to bring in a bill. withdraw his motion, as it was trifling with the 
ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. resolutions of the House to excuse any member 


Mr. Oris, from the committee appointed to wait from a compliance with them. He hoped the 
upon the President, to know when and where gentleman would not persevere in his singularity, 
it would be convenient for him to receive the Ad- | hough it might i a pe oh some of his con- 
dress in answer to his Speech, reported that they Nee the will of so large a majority of 
had attended to that service, and that it would be | 128 House. 


convenient for him to receive it at his house to- | Mr. Orıs hoped the motion would not prevail. 
“an orro wat twelve o'clock, | He presumed no gentleman there was particularly 


anxious for the society of the gentleman ‘from 
Vermont on this occasion. No doubt he would 
Wepnespay, November 29. | grace the procession, butit would besufficiently long 
CONTESTED ELECTION. without him, and if he chose to remain behind, he 
Mr. Corr observed that the memorial of Robert | need be under no apprehensions of being called to 
Rutherford, complaining of an undue election, | account for hisconduct. It was not becoming the 
was before the Committee of Elections at the last | dignity of the House to pass the resolution in. 
session, but no report was made upon it. He | question. It appeared to him that the gentleman 
moved, therefore, that it be now referred to the | was in full health and spirits, and every way. fit 
: present Committee of Elections. Agreed to. for business ; and as the House had resolved the 
~~ Mr. Harper moved for the order of the day on | thing should be done, he had no idea of admitting 
“his resolution regulating the mode of taking evi- | the protest of an individual upon their Journals 
dence in eases of contested elections; but, upon | against the measure. 
Mr. Corr wishing the consideration to lie over till] “Mr.N. Smira knew the gentleman from Ver- 
to-morrow, he consented. mont had obtained leave of absence upon a simi- 
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lar occasion last session ; but he believed the mo- 
tion passed without consideration. It was unex- 
pectedly made, and by some as unexpectedly car- 
ried. Whenever gentlemen gave a reasonable ex- 
cuse for an absence from the duties of the House, 
they were constantly consented to; but when a 
gentleman came forward to ask for the indul- 
gence, without giving any reasons for telling the 
House they had acted like fools, he could not con- 
sent to his being excused. If the gentleman were | 
unable to attend; if there were any difficulty in| 
the way of his attendance, aside from the want of 
a i pono to do it, he should not object to the 
indulgence. Mr. S. said he could not agree with | 
the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Macon) 
that no gentleman was obliged to attend upon 
this ceremony. For his part he always considered 
a minority as bound by the vote of a majority, and | 
the majority-had passed a vote that the House | 
should attend the Speaker in presenting the Ad- 
dress; not that A, B, and C, should do it, but 
that the House of Representatives should attend ; | 
and he believed it to be as much the duty of every 


member to form a House for this purpose as for 
any other. He believed, notwithstanding, that if 
any gentleman remained behind, he would not be | 
called to account for his conduct; but he was of 
opinion that a motion like the present ought to be 
considered as an indignity offered to the House, 
and they ought to decline acting upon it. Being 
of this. opinion, he should move the previous 
question. 

Mr. GaLLaTIn said he should be in favor of the 
po question, but not for the reasons assigned | 
“by the mover of it, but for those offered by the | 
gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Macon,) | 
viz: because he did not believe there existed any | 
power in that House to compel any member to, 
wait upon the President with the Address; there- | 
fore it would be improper to grant an indulgence 
to a member from doing what there was no obli- 
gation upon him to do. He did not recollect the 
words of the resolution which had been agreed to. | 
[The Speaker repeated them. They were, “ that | 
the Speaker, attended by the House of Represen- | 
tatives, shall wait upon the President, &«.”]| 
This, Mr. G. said, must be understood in a quali- 
fied sense, as the House of Representatives had no 
existence out of those walls. When the Speaker 
presented the Address, the House was not present ; 
they could not debate nor do any act as a House. 
The Address was, therefore, strictly speaking, pre- 
sented by the Speaker, followed by the members 
of the House of Represontatives—as he did not 
conceive the House had any power without the | 
walls of the House. They could, indeed, appoint | 
committees to do business out of doors, but could 
not call out the members as a body. Upon this 
ground he was, therefore, in favor of the previous 
question. 

Mr. Lyon said, understanding the matter in the 
light in which it had been placed by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, he would withdraw his | 
motion. i be 
_ Fhe Speaker said the main question was not 
now under debate, and could not be withdre wa | 


until the previous question was disposed of. He. 
inquired. if the mover were willing to with- 
draw it. 

Mr. Harper hoped not. He should vote in 
favor of it, not for the reason offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, but that the House 
might express its sense of such a motion. 

Mr. VenaB_e inquired if there were no way of 
getting rid of the previous question? 

The Speaker said he conceived not. 

Mr. Macon asked whether it would not be in 
order to commit, or postpone it to a certain day? 

Mr. Tuatcuer thought he had known instances 
where the previous question had been called for 
and not taken. 

The Srraxer replied, then it must have been 
withdrawn. 

The previous question was then put in these 
words, “Shall the main question now be put?” ` 
and it was carried unanimously. - 


REFERENCE OF PETITIONS, &c. 


Mr. Livineston, from the Committee of Com 
merce and Manufactures, presented a resolution to 
the following effect : ` 

“ Resolved, That all memorials and petitions, which; 
during the second session. of the fourth Congress were 
referred to the Committee of Commerce and Manu- 
factures, and not reported upon, be and the same are 
hereby referred to the said-:committee for their consid 
ration and report.” ` 


The resolution was agreed to. 


ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. i 


The Speaker announced the arrival of the: 
hour which the President of the United States had 
appointed to receive the Address of the House in 
answer to his Speech; and the Speaker, attended 
by the members, accordingly waited upon the 
President, at his house, and presented to him the 
Address: to which the Presipent made the fol- 
lowing reply: ; 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


I receive this Address from the House of Representa 
tives of the United States with peculiar interest. 

Your approbation of the meeting of Congress in thi 
city, and of those other measures of the Executive au: 
thority of Government communicated in my Addreg 
to both Houses, at the opening of the session, affoi 
me great satisfaction, as the strongest desire of m 
heart is to give satisfaction to the people and their re 
presentatives by a faithful discharge of my duty. 

The confidence you express in the sincerity of m: 
endeavors, and the unanimity of the people, does m 
much honor, and gives me great joy. 

I rejoice in that harmony which appears in the sen 
timents of all the branches of the Government, on thi 
importance of our commerce and our obligations to dé- 
fend it, as well as in all other subjects recommended.: 
to your consideration, and sincerely congratulate you: 
and our fellow-citizens at large on this appearance, 80. 
auspicious to the honor, interest, and happiness of the 
nation. JOHN ADAMS... 

Uniten STATES, November 29, 1797. 


The SPEAKER and members then returned to th 
House, and order being obtained, the Speaker, a 
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usual, read the Answer of the President from the 
Chair; after which, 

Mr. Harrer said it had been usual, where 
Legislative measures were recommended in the 
Speech of the President of the United States, to 
refer such parts to select committees. He there- 
fore moved that the House resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Speech of the President. 

The Spraxger said the Speech had not yet 
been committed to that committee. 

Mr. Harper moved that it be so committed ; 
which being agreed to, he moved that the House 
now resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; which was done ac- 
cordingly, Mr. Dent in the Chair. 

Mr. Harrer then proposed six resolutions for 


posed to be referred to select committees. 


President of the United States as relates to power being 
given to the President to postpone the meeting of Con- 
gress, in certain cases, be referred to a select committee 
to report by bill or otherwise. 

2. That so much as relates to the protection of com- 
merce, be referred, &c. 5 

3. That so much aś relates to the attempts of foreign 
agents to alienate the affections of the Indian nations, 
and to excite them to actual hostilities against the 
United States, be referred, &c. e 
_ 4, That so muchas relates to a provision for the ful- 
filment of the sixth article of the Treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, be referred, &c. 

5. That so much as relates to the reimbursement of 
certain advances made by the Consuls of the United 
States, be referred, &c. 

6. That so much as relates to the revision and 


Consuls, be referred, &c. 


The two first resolutions were agreed to with- 
out objection. On reading the third, 

Mr. Nicuouas said, he did not think they were 
ripe for going into this business. It was usual 
when the President alluded to facts in his Speech, 
which he proposed, in the course of the session, to 
give further information upon, to wait for that in- 


He thought this would be best in the present case. 
Mr. Harper did not recollect that the President 
referred toany particular documents on this subject. 
If acommittee wereappointed, they would of course 
inquire into the facts, and report accordingly. 
=) Mr. Nicaouas said, the mover himself seemed 
to be aware that the committee would be at a loss 
for facts, and they would have to apply to the 
President for them. He thought it would be more 
respectful to wait for the communications, which 
would of course be made to the House, than to 
employ the committee to make the inquiry. 
Mr. Harper said the President had told them, 
gs a fact, that such attempts had been made. [Mr. 
H. read an extract from the Speech.] To post- 
pone the appointment of -a committee, therefore, 
4m. order to wait for further communications, 
-would be to say they did not believe the fact. Be- 


Union, in order to take into consideration the | 


adoption, to the following effect; which he pro- | 


1. Resolved, That so much of the Speech of the | 


amendment, in certain particulars, of the act relative to | 


formation before they proceeded to act upon them. | 


| fore the President had made the assertion, he 
; would doubtless be well assured of the truth of it. 
| But he would observe, that if no such attempts 
i had been made, they were not unlikely to be made, 
and the law recommended on that ground was 
very desirable. It was well known that the or- 
dinary course of law will not go into that territo- 
ry ; there must be a distinct and particular legis- 
lative power for the purpose. Admitting, there- 
fore, that the President had been misinformed, the 
law could do no harm, but might prevent the evils 
complained of. 

Mr. Srrereaves observed, that the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. NickoLas) was very correct 
in saying that it was usual to wait for the promis- 
ed communications of the Executive department, 
before they proceeded to act upon any business” 
| recommended by the Speech; but it must also be 
recollected, that the style of this resolution was 
i different from that heretofore used. It was cus- 
tomary to say on these occasions, “ Resolved, that 
it is expedient to do so and so,” which they could 
not do, until evidence was before them; but this 
| committee being differently formed, there was not 
that necessity, and when the communication was 
made, it would of course be referred to the com- 
mittee now proposed to be appointed. 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) said, that the law 
recommended by the President of the United 
States to be passed, was to give better effect to the 
measures already taken to counteract the attempts 
of foreign agents upon the Indian nations. Before 
a law could be passed to give effect to those meas- 
ures, it was necessary, therefore, they should be 
laid before them; and, if a committee were now 
appointed, they would, of course, have to look back 
to the House for information. ose 

Mr. Batpwin thought there was another reason 
for deferring the business. He thought there was 
ia law intimately connected with this subject 
which expired in the Spring (of which they should 
have notice from the Committee of Revisal, if it 
| was so) and of which this provision might make 
a part. He saw no inconvenience which could 
arise from letting this subject lic over for a time. 

Mr. Macon said, if the gentleman from South, 
Carolina would consent to let this matter be pass- 
ed over, the House might proceed upon those ob- 
jects upon which there seemed little difference of 
opinion. : 

Mr. Brooxs saw no impropriety in referring 
the business to a select committee; for, if it were 
referred, it did not follow that they were obliged 
immediately to act upon it. The crime, he said, 
was identified. If the committee were appointed, 
and the President had communications to make 
upon the subject, it would have atendency to pro- 
cure more early information than might otherwise 
be obtained. He thought this resolution as proper 
for commitment as any other. 

The question for agreeing to the resolution was 
put and carried—44 to 43, ; 

. The remainder of the resolutions were agreed 
to, the committee rose,and the House took them up. 

The three first resolutions were agreed to in the 
House without debate. On the fourth being read; 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
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Mr. Sircreaves said that this resolution ought 
to go to the Committee of Ways and Means, as 
coming directly within their province; but at 
present, he believed, no such commiitee had been 
appointed. 

Mr. Harrer thought it might with propriety be 
referred toa select committee, as it embraced other 
objects besides providing money. 

Mr. VENABLE was of opinion it would be best 
to postpone this matter to a distant day. He did 
not know that any decision had yet taken place, 
and therefore there was no necessity for the reso- 
lution at present. 

Mr. Srrarsaves was not willing to agree to a 
postponement to a distant day; but thought it 
would be best referred to the Committee of Ways 
‘and Means, as it was necessary they should have 
the whole of the demands against the country be- 
fore them. He moved, therefore, for a postpone- 
ment to this day two weeks. Agreed to. 

The two remaining resolutions being agreed to, 
and the latter referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, to whom was referred the act relative to 
American seamen, 

Mr. Sirerraves observed, there was ‘a very 
important matter in the Speech yet untouched. 
He therefore proposed the following resolution : 

Resolved, That so much of the Speech as relates to 
foreign vessels, sailing under forged American papers, 
be referred te the Committee of Commerce and Manu- 
factures. 

Agreed to. 

-RELIEF TO AMERICAN SEAMEN., 


“Mr. Livineston moved for the order of the day 
on the report of the committee appointed to inquire 
into‘the operation of the act for the relief and pro- 
tection of American seamen ; which being agreed 
to, the House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, and the report having been read, three 
resolutions were agreed to, viz: one directing the 
Secretary of State to lay before the House an ab- 
stract of all the returns made to him by the col- 
lectors of the several ports, and such accounts as 
he may have received from our agents in foreign 
ports; another for allowing cents per dayto 
every sick seaman in a foreign port, and a sum 
for their transportation home; and another direct- 
ing that a certain deduction shall be made from 
the ‘wages of seamen, for the maintaining of the 
sick and disabled, and for the support of a hos- 

ital. 

The House concurred in the resolutions, and 
eprom a committee for carrying them into 
effe 


ct: 
pan NORTH AND VESEY. 
-The House then resolved itself into a Commit 


tee of the Whole, on: the report on the petition of 


North and Vesey. E 

This petition was presented during the last Win- 
ter sessioù, and then reported upon. The petition- 
ers state, that they were agents for the French pri- 
vateer schooner Leo, Captain Harmand ; that the 
said privateer sent into the port of Charleston, an 
English prize ship called the Amity, with a cargo 
consisting of sugar.and rum; which was duly en- 


tered in the custom-house, on the 7th of April 
1795 ; that they proceeded, on the twelfth of the 
same month, to the sale of the cargo, when they 
were prohibited from selling by a libel issued from 
the Court of Admiralty; that, on the 21st of the 
month, an injunction was granted by the District 
Court to stop the sale altogether, as contrary to the 
treaty concluded with Great Britain; that the said 
ship Amity being in a leaky condition, they ob- 
tained permission from the collector to land the 
cargo; that, by a survey afterwards held on. the 
ship, she was condemned as not seaworthy. In 
consequence, application was made at the custom- 
house, for leave to re-export the cargo in neutral 
bottoms, as French property, which permission 
was at first refused, but afterwards granted; but 
that, in the meantime, by the fire which laid waste 
a great part of Charleston, on the 13th of June 
last, fifty-two hogsheads and two tierces of sugar, 
were totally consumed; whereupon the collector 
ordered the rum, part of the cargo of the ship 
Amity, to be sold to secure the duties on the sugar 
thus consumed by fire. The petitioners pray for 
relief by a restoration of the duties thus collected 
from them. 

The Committee of Commrceee and Manufac- 
tures are of opinion that this case must be consid- 
ered as one for which no provision had been made 
by law, but as analogous to that of wreck; that 
the cargo was supposed to be landed only in con- 
sequence of theyalleged disability of the ship, and 
that as no sale of the cargo apa be made within 
the United States, no duties ever could have been 
collected from it; so that the destruction of the 
sugar by fire, not having altered the original 
ground on which they were suffered to be landed, 
to wit: merely in transitu, until the ship could be 
repaired or the goods re-exported, the duties ought 
to be refunded. Whereupon, they recommended.‘ 
to the House to adopt the following resolution: — 

‘* Resolved, That a committee be appointed to bring 
in a bill to grant relief to the petitioners, according to’. 
the prayer of their petition.” 

The above resolution was agreed to, with a tri- 
fling alteration. The House took it up, agreed to 
it, and appointed a committee to bring in a bill. 

Mr. Dent, on application, was excused from 
serving on the Committee of Commerce and Man- 
ufactures, (being already upon two other commit- 
tees.) and Mr. S. Smita was appointed in his 
place. 


Tuurspay, November 30. ; 

Tompson J. SKINNER, from Massachusetts, ap- 
peared, and took his seat. : 
Mr. Batpwin presented a remonstrance from 
the Legislature of Georgia, complaining of th 
law regulating the intercourse of the United States 
with the Indian tribes, and also of the operation 
of existing treaties. Referred to a select commit- 
tee of three members. E 


MEMORIAL OF QUAKERS. 


_ Mr. GALLATIN presented the. following memo= 
rial of certain citizens, called Quakers, in the name: 
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Philadelphia. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States, in Congress assembled : 


The memorial and address of the people called Qua- 
kers, from their yearly meeting held in Philadelphia, 
py adjournments from the 25th of the 9th month, to the 
29th of the same, inclusive, 1797, respectfully shew- 
eth: 


That, being convened, at this our annual solemnity, 
for the promotion of the cause of truth and righteous- 
ness, we have been favored to experience religious 
weight to attend our minds, and an anxious desire to 
follow after those things which make for peace; among 
other investigations the oppressed state of our brethren 
of the African race has been brought into view, and 
particularly the circumstances of one hundred and thir- 
ty-four in North Carolina, and many others whose cases 
have not so fully come to our knowledge, who were set 
free by members of our religious society, and again re- 
duced into cruel bondage, under the authority of exist- 
ing or retrospective laws; husbands and wives, and 

_ children, separated, one from another; which, we ap- 
prehend to be an abominable tragedy, and with other 
acts, of a similar nature, practised in other States, has 
a tendency to bring down the judgments of a righteous 
God upon our land. 


This city and neighborhood, and some other parts, 
have been visited with an awful calamity, which ought 
to excite an inquiry in the cause and endeavors to do 
away those things which occasion the heavy clouds that 
hang over us. It is easy with the Almighty to bring 
down the loftiness of men by diversified judgments, 
and to make them fear the rod and Him that hath ap- 
pointed it. 

: We wish to revive in your view the solemn engage- 
ment of Congress, made in the year one thousand seven 
hundred and seventy-four, as follows: 


« And, therefore, we do for ourselves, and the inhabit- 
ants of the several colonies, whom we represent, firmly 
agree and associate, under the sacred ties of virtue, 
honor, and love of our country, as follows: 

“ Article 2. We will neither import nor purchase any 

slaves imported after the first day of December next, 
after which time we will wholly discontinue the’slave 
trade, and will neither be concerned in it ourselves, nor 
will we hire our vessels, nor sell our commodities or 
manufactures to those who are concerned in it. 
“ Article 3. And will discountenance and discourage 
every species of extravagance and dissipation, especial- 
y horse-racing, and all kinds of gaming, cock- fighting, 
exhibitions of shows, plays, and other expensive diver- 
sions and entertainments.” 


This was a solemn league and covenant, made with 
the Almighty in an hour of distress, and He is now call- 
hg upon you to perform and fulfil it; but how has 
this solemn covenant been contravened by the wrongs 
and cruclties practised upon the poor African race, the 
increase of dissipation and luxury, and the countenance 
i and encouragement given to play-houses, and other 
vain amusements! And how grossly is the Almighty 
affronted on the day of the celebration of Independence! 
‘What rioting and. drunkenness, chambering and wan- 
toiness! to the great grief of sober inhabitants, and 
the disgrace of our national character: 

‘National. evils produce national judgments ; we there- 
e fervently pray the Governor of the Universe may 
eiilighten your understandings “and influence your 


of the annual meeting of that body, lately beld in | minds, so as to engage you to use every exertion in 


your power, to have these things redressed. 
` With sincere desires for your happiness here and 
hereafter, and that, when you come to close this life, 
you may individually be able to appeal as a Ruler did 
formerly : “ Remember now, O Lord, I beseech thee, 
how I have walked before thee, in truth and with a per- 
fect heart, and have done that which is good in thy 
sight.” 

We remain your friends and fellow-citizens. 

Signed in and on behalf of the said meeting, by 

JONATHAN EVANS, 
Clerk to the meeting this year. 


The memorial having been read by the Clerk, 


Mr. GALLATIN moved that it be read a second 
time. 

Mr. Harper hopednot. This was not the first, 
second, or third time, that the House had been 
troubled with similar applications, which ‘had a 
tendency to stir up a class of persons to inflict 
calamities which would be of greater consequence 
than any evils which were at present suffered ; 
and this, and every other Legislature, ought to set 
their faces against remonstrances complaining of 
what it was utterly impossible to alter. 

Mr. Tuarcuer hoped the petition would have 
a second reading, and be committed. It appeared 
to him that this would be the regular way of get- 
ting rid of the difficulty which was apprehended. 
The gentleman who had just sat down said, that this: 
was not the first, second, or third time, that the 
House had been troubled with similar petitions. 
This, he said, was natural. If any number of 
persons considered thémselves aggrieved, it was 
not likely they should leave off petitioning, until 
the House should act upon their petition. He 
thought this was what they ought to do. If the 
Quakers thought themselves aggrieved, it. was 
their duty to present their petition, not only three, 
five, or seven times, but seventy times, until it was 
attended to. Gentlemen, therefore, who wished 
not to be troubled again, ought to be in favor of a 
second reading and reference. At present, they 
did not know what the particular grievance com- 
plained of was, nor whether it could or could not 
be remedied. He believed that one of the subjects 
of complaint had a reference to a matter com- 
plained of in a memorial presented at the last ses- 
sion, respecting some dark-complexioned citizens 
of North Carolina, who were injured by the opera- . 
tion of an act of the United States called the Fu- 
gitive Act; but as it was the wish of the House 
not to enter upon any business of a private nature 
at that time, the petition was ordered to lie on the 
table. It appeared, therefore, highly proper that 
this petition should be referred, as was customary, 
to a committee, that thisgrievance might be 
remedied. à i Pek 

Mr. Lyon said it appeared to him that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. Harper) had 
not attended to the subject-matter of. the petition, 
or he would not have objected to its being read a 
second. time. There was a grievance complained 
of, which certainly ought to be remedied, viz: that 
a certain number of. black persons who had been 
set at liberty by their masters, were now held in 
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slavery, contrary to right. He thought this ought 
to be inquired into. 

Mr. Rurrevas should not be opposed to the 
second reading and reference of this memorial, if 
he thought the strong. censure they deserved would 
be the report of a committee. This censure, he 
thought, this body of men ought to have; a set of 
men who attempt to seduce the servants of gentle- 
men travelling to the seat of Government, who 
were incessantly importuning Congress to inter- 
fere in a business with which the Constitution had 
said they had no concern. If he was sure this 
conduct would be reprobated, he would cheerfully 
vote for a reference of the present petition ; but not 
believing this would be the case, he should be for 
its laying on the table, or under the table, that 
they might not only have done with the business 
for to-day, but finally. Ata time when some na- 
tions were witnesses of the most barbarous and 
horrid scenes, these petitioners are endeavoring to 
incite a class of persons to the commission of sim- 
ilar enormities. He thought the matter of the 
greatest importance, and that the reference ought 
by no means to be made. A gentleman before 
him (Mr. Lyon) had said that they had certainly 
something to do with the detention of freemen in 
slavery. If the fact were as stated, (which he 
doubted,) redress ought to be sought by means of 
a court of justice, and not by petitioning that 
House. 

Mr. Swanwick was sorry to see so much heat 
roduced by the introduction of this petition. He 
imself could see no reason why the petition should 

not be dealt with in the ordinary way. If the pe- 
titioners asked for any thing which it was not in 
the power of the House to grant, it would be of 
course refused ; but this was no reason why their 
petition should not be treated with ordinary re- 
spect. In this memorial, he said, sundry things 
were complained of; not only slavery, but several 
other grievances. For instance, play-houses were 
complained of, whether justly or not, he was not 
about to decide. With respect to the grievance 
mentioned in North Carolina, something perhaps 
might be done to remedy it, without affecting the 
property which gentlemen seemed somuch alarmed 
about. He could not suppose there was a disposi- 
tion in the House to violate the property of any 
man; there was certainly as strong’a disposition 
in the Middle States as in the Southern, to hold 
inviolable the right of property; nor could he see 
any reasonable ground for throwing this petition 
under the table. If these people were wrong in 
their understanding of this subject, it would be 
best toappoint a committee to set them right. He 
was sorry to hear gentlemen charge so respectable 
a body of men in that House with attempting to 
seduce and debauch their servants; for, if this were 
the case, redress could doubtless be had in a court 
of justice. The uncommon warmth which was 
shown on the occasion would lead persons to be- 
lieve that gentlemen were afraid of having the 
matter looked into, as this was generally the tem- 
“per. resorted to when argument was wanting. He 
hoped the memorial would be dealt with in the 
usual way. 


Mr. Gatuatin said it was the practice of the -` 
House, whenever a memorial was presented, to 
have it read a first and a second time, and then to 
commit it, unless it were expressed in such inde 
cent terms as to induce the House to reject it, or 
upon a subject upon which petitions had been 
lately rejected by a large majority of the House 
In no other case were petitions rejected without 
examination and without discussion. He sa 
without examination and witho 


tain blacks in this country, which did not ref 
to slaves, but to free men. ` This petition was 
shake property! In the same manner it might bi 
said that the law of Pennsylvania for the grads 
ual abolition of slavery had aiso a tendency to d 

stroy that property ; or that the legislative decision 
of the State of Massachusetts that there shall b 
no slaves under their Government, would have 


In support of this charge, it was alleged tha 
petitioning, but the 
attempted to debauch and seduce servants—to to 
gentlemen of their property. He did not kno 
to what the gentleman who made this asserti 
alluded; but he believed, if the matter was fairl 
stated, whatever may have been done in the Stat 
of Pennsylvania, has been no more than an én 
deavor to carry into full effect the laws of th 
State, which say, that “all men are free wh 

they set their foot within the S s 


that they we 
and he was su 


to plays, they had a motion last session bef 
them for laying a tax upon them, which had a 
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committee reported they could do nothing in the 
business, and the House agreed to the report, the 
matter would be closed in a much more respect- 
ful py than by throwing the petition under the 
table. 

Mr. SewaLu said, the gentleman last up had 
stated two cases in which petitions had been re- 
ceived without a commitment. He might have 
added a third, more applicable to the present me- 

-morial. This was when a petition was upon 
matter over which this House had no cognizance, 
especially if it were of such a nature as to excite 
disagreeable sensations in one part of the House, 
who were concerned in property which was al- 
ready held under circumstances sufficiently dis- 
agreeable. In such cases, they ought at once to 
reject the memorial, as it would be mispending 
time to commit it. If, for instance, a petition 
should be presented, complaining that a person had 
refused to discharge an obligation to another, it 
would be at once acknowledged that the House 
could not enforce the obligation; but application 
must be made to a court of justice. So in this 
case; the petitioners complain of a law of North 
Carolina. This House, he said, could not change 
that law.. If any thing was done there contrary 
to right, the courts of that State, as well as those 
of the United States, were open to afford redress. 
It was their business, and not the business of that 
House. They did not come there to act upon 
subjects agreeable to their feelings, but upon such 
as the Constitution had placed in their hands. 
~The gentleman from Pennsylvania had said 
they might impose a tax of ten dollars upon the 
importation of every slave. Would this, he asked, 
relieve the petitioners? No. If they could pre- 
vent the kidnapping of negroes, it was well; but 
nothing was aimed at of this sort in this peti- 
tion. He recollected a former instance of this 
kind, but the issue of the business showed that 
nothing could be done without injuring the public 
ore than individuals would be benefited. The 
petition alluded to stage plays. With what view? 
To revenue? No; but to a correction of them 
ith respect to morals. It was not within their 
Province to do this, but under the power of the 
State Governments. Ifthey were taken up for 
the sake of revenue, they did not come within 
the purview of this petition, but of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. Upon the whole, as he con- 
idered this as a dangerous business, and that they 
ould do nothing to gratify the feelings of the pe- 
‘titioners, he would not wish to treat the applica- 
tion with contempt, but let it lie on the table. 
« Mr. Macon said, there was not a gentleman in 
North Carolina who did not wish ‘there were no 
blacks in the country. It was a misfortune—he 
-eonsidered it as a curse; but there was no way 
of getting rid of them. Instead of .peace-makers, 
he looked upon the Quakers as war-makers, as 
hey Were continually endeavoring. in the South- 


mento desire the House to do what. they had no 


ern States to stir up insurrections. amongst the | 
negroes. It was unconstitutional, he said, in these. 


well might they ask the Presi- 
dent of the United States to come and take the 
Speaker’s chair. There wasa law in North Car- 
olina, he said, which forbade any person from 
holding either a black or white person as a slave 
after he had been set at liberty. The one hun- 
dred and thirty-four negroes alluded to in the pe- 
tion, he knew nothing of. In the war, he said, 
the Quakers in their State were generally Tories. 
They began to set free their negroes, when the 
State passed a law that they should not set them 
free. Ifthese people were dissatisfied with the 
law, they had nothing to do but transport their 
| negroes into Pennsylvania, where, the gentleman 
| from that State had told them, they would be im- 
mediately free. This subject had already been 
before the House, but they declined doing any 
thing in it. It was extraordinary that these peo- 
ple should come, session after session, with their 
petitions on this subject. They had put play- 
houses into their memorial; but they had nothing 
to do with them. In this State, he believed, the 
Legislature had passed a law authorizing them. 
It was altogether a matter of State policy. The 
whole petition was, indeed, unnecessary.. . The 
only object seemed to be to sow dissension. A 
etition could not come there touching any sub- 
ject on which they had power to act, which he 
should not be in favor of committing; but this 
thing being wrong in itself, it was needless. to 
roman it, as no single purpose could be answered 
y it. 

Mr. ALLEN wasin favor of a second reading 
and committal. He did not know that no good 
could arise from such a proceeding. He wished 
time to consider the matter. He had another rea- 
son against getting rid of this business. .When 
the debate upon this question came to be faithful- 
ly reported, it might be said that the society-of 
Quakers had been found guilty of such foul con- 
duct, that their petition to the House had been 
thrown under the table. Another reason. Last 
Summer, along with other strangers, he went to 
see the new jail of the city, where he was shown 
a man who had been a manumitted slave; but 
after being free twenty years, he was apprehended 
under the fugitive law, and was there imprisoned. 
If this were so, it was necessary that this law 
should be revised. He hoped, therefore, the peti- 
tion might be committed, and that this evil might 
be remedied. At all events, he trusted the peti- 
tion would not be rejected, as it would be highly 
disrespectful to a society of men revered by every 
man who set a value upon virtue and integrity. 

Mr. Livinesron said, if he could believe that 
the persons who presented this petition were. of 
the description which they had been represented ; 
that they endeavored to raise insurrections ‘in one 
part of the country, and practised robbery in an- 
other, he should not be inclined. to pay much rte- 
spect to them. But he did not believe these 
charges; he believed them indis€riminately made 
and unfounded. . It was possible that a member of 
this community, as well as of anyother, might be 
of this description ;. but, as against the body, he 
knew the charges-were unworthily made. He was 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


664 


Memorial of Quakers. 


acquainted with many of these persons in those 
States where they were most numerous, and he 
was certain they did not deserve the character 
given them. Therefore, as the matter respected 
the petitioners, the petition ought not to be thrown 
Let us now, said he, examine 
the request, and see whether it be so improper and 
impracticable as to make us say, on its first read- 
ing, we have heard enough. What do they ask? 
They say 4 certain number of citizens are deprived 
of what belongs to them; and can we say we will 
not grant relief? No, said he, we cannot, before 
the business is inquired into, as it would be acting 
If they 
said this application was so improper as not to be 
committed, what did they say to their predecessors 
who sat in that House a few months ago, who not 
only received an application of a similar kind, but 
They said uni- 
versal emancipation is not in our power, but the 
evil is onc for which a partial remedy may be pro- 
The want of time only prevented its be- 


under the table. 


unlike the Legislature of a great nation. 


a committee reported in its favor. 


vided. 


ing acted upon. This was a subject upon which 


they might at least debate ; he could not say whe- 
ther they could afford a remedy or not. His im- 
pressions were they could not, but he would not 


say they never could. He did not think they 
should do the duty which he was sent there to do, 


by saying so, which was to follow the dictates of 


a sober judgment, after facts were fairly and fully 
stated. He thought it best to follow the usual 
course, by appointing a committee, who would ex- 
amine the matter and report what was best to be 
done, which thé House could agree to or not, as 
they saw, proper. He thought it would be for the 
advantage of those States most interested in the 
question, that it should be fully discussed and im- 
passionately decided upon; for, so long as the 
petitions of these persons were neglected or treated 
with contempt, so long would they conceive they 
were unjustly treated, and continue their applica- 
tions for redress. 

_ Mr. L. said there were a number of general re- 
flections contained in the memorial, upon the 
growth of vice and immorality, to the suppression 
of which he did not see that the power of Con- 
gress extended. They particularly pointed at the 
establishment of play-houses ; but it might be re- 
marked. that these gentlemen, so averse to the 
establishment of play-houses, have not written 
their memorial without borrowing language from 
them, as they term the evil which they speak of 
“a terrible tragedy.” 

Mr: Isaac Parxer was of opinion with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Gauuarin,) 
with respect to the. disposal of petitions. But it 
appeared to him that the subject-matter of all pe- 
titions should be within the view and authority 
of the House; if not, to refer them would eertainly 
be a-waste of time. He had attended to the peti- 
tion, and he did-not think there wasa single object 
upon which it was in their power to act. Nothing 
was prayed for. .The petitioners speak of the 
slave trade, and, in general terms, of the immora- 
lity of the times, as injurious to the state of society ; 
and wish some means may be taken to prevent the 


der it- No one, he said, could say they had a right: 
to legislate respecting the proceedings of any indi- 


growth of them. To refer a petition of this sort,: 
therefore, to a committee would answer no pur- 
pose. He did not think they were more obliged 
to take up the business than if they had read thei 
address in a newspaper. ; 

Mr. Bayarp said it might be inferred, from the 
anxiety and warmth of gentlemen, that the ques- 
tion before them was, whether slavery should or 
should not be abolished. The present was, how-: 
ever, very remote from such a question, as it was. 
merely whether a memorial should be read a se-: 
cond time. The contents of this memorial, he 
sald, were right or wrong, reasonable or unreason- 
able; if right, it was propér it should go to a 
committee; and if wrong, if so clearly absurd as 
it had been represented, where would be the evil 
of a reference for a report thereon? He did not 
like things to be decided in the moment of passion, 
but from the fullest consideration. In some coun-: 
tries they knew persons accused of crimes were 
condemned without a hearing, but there could be 
but one sentiment as to the injustice of such a pro- 
ceeding. There could be no objection, therefore, 
upon general principles, to the reference of this 
petition. But it was said it was not to be sent, 
because of the general habits of this society. He 
believed there was no body of men more respecta- 
ble; they were obedient, and contributed cheer- 
fully to the support of Government; and, either 
politically or civilly speaking, as few crimes could 
be imputed to that body as to any other. 

This memorial, he said, had been treated as co- 
ming from an Abolition Society—it was a memo- 
rial of the General Meeting of the people called 
Quakers; and if only out of respect to that body, 
it ought tobe referred. But it was said it did not 
contain matter upon which the House could act. 
Gentlemen seemed not to have attended to the 
subject-matter of the petition. He did not believe 
that the House had the power to manumit slaves, 
but he believed there was not a word in the pet 
tion which had areference to slavery. The peti- 
tioners state, indeed, that a number of negroes, 
not slaves, for negroes may be free, had been 
taken again into slavery, after they had been freed 
by their masters. He wished to know whether 
the House had not jurisdiction over this matter 
fle was warranted by the Constitution in saying 
they had, because that instrument says that n 
State shall make ex post facto laws. it belonge 
to that House, therefore, to see that the Constitu 
tion was respected, as it could not be expected 
from the justice of the individual States, that they 
would repeal such laws. It rested, therefore, with 
the Government of the United States to do it. 
Mr. B. read the clause of the Constitution touch- 
ing this matter, and concluded by reminding the 
House that this was not an ultimate decision, but 
merely a reference. 

Mr. Josian Parker said he was always in- 
clined to lend a favorable ear to petitioners of every. 
kind but when memorial was presented to the 
House contrary to the nature of the Government, ~ 
he should consent to its lying on the table or un=: 
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a tax upon the importation of slaves. 


slave imported. 


memorialist. 


‘the same effects. 


ould be looked into. 


‘understand a complaint. 


to be inquired into. 
Would not be found the fault of the Southern 
States that slavery was tolerated, but their mis- 
„fortune; but to liberate their slaves at once, would 
be'to act like madmen; it would be to injure all 
“parts of the United States as well as those who 
possess slaves. It was their duty, however, to 
remedy evils; they were unfortunately placed in 
‘situation which obliged them to hold slaves, but 
hey did not wish to extend the mischief. He 
hould, indeed, be sorry if his possessing property 

this kind, obliged him to cover the violation of 
anther man’s right; if this were the ‘case, he 
‘Should think it necessary that his property should 


lina in the matter complained of. Petitions had 
frequently come from Quakers and others on this 
subject ; whereas this Government had nothing to 
do with negro slavery, except that they might lay 
He recol- 
lected, when the subject was brought before the 
` House in the first Congress held at New York, 
wishing to put a stop to the slave trade as much 
as possible, being a friend of liberty, he took every 
step in his power, and brought forward a propo- 
sition for laying a tax of ten dollars upon every 
It was not agreed to; but there 
was only one State (Georgia) in which the im- 
portation of slaves was admitted. Since the es- 
tablishment of this Government, Mr. P. said, the 
situation of slaves was much ameliorated, and any 
interference now might have the effect to make 
“their masters more severe. He knew of no part 
of the Constitution which gave them power over 
horse-racing and cock-fighting, nor could they in- 
` terfere with respect to play-houses; and where 
‘they had no right to legislate, they had no right to 
speak at all. As the session had begun harmoni- 
‘ously, he hoped that harmony would not be broken 
in upon by such applications as the present. Mr. 
P. produced a precedent from the Journals of 
792, where a memorial of Warner Mifflin, a 
Quaker, after being read, was ordered io lie on 
‘the table,and two days afterwards returned to the 


"Mr. Nicuozas felt as much as other gentlemen 
from the Southern States on the subject of the 
present petition, but his feelings did not produce 
He was not afraid of an inter- 
ference from the United States with their property, 
nor of any investigations or discussions respecting 
it: He believed it would be to the honor of peo- 
ple holding property in slaves, that the business 
He thought such an in- 
quiry would rather secure than injure their pro- 
perty. He did not think it was the interest of 
slaveholders to cover improper practices. He was 
Satisfied, that in the part of the country where he 
lived, there was no disposition to protect injuries— 
ho disposition to reject an inquiry, or to refuse to 
They had been told that 
he state of the negroes, whose cases were men- 
ioned in the memorial, might be produced by the 
ugitive law; they had before heard that this law 
had operated mischievously. It ought, therefore, 
; On inquiry, Mr. N. said, it 


be taken from him. He did not think it necessa- 
ry,and he doubted not, if a fair investigation took 
place, that this kind of property would be brought 
into the situation in which every man of sense 
would place it. He was firmly of an opinion, that. 
to appear to be afraid of an inquiry would do more 
harm to this property than a fair investigation. 
He trusted, therefore, the petition would be com- 
mitted. 

Mr. Biount hoped this memorial would not 
be committed. As this was not the first time the 
society of Quakers had come forward with peti- 
tions to the House, seemingly with no other view 
than to fix an odium on the State of North Caro- 
lina, he thought it his duty positively to contra- 
dict a fact stated in this memorial. It was stated 
that 134 persons, set free from slavery in North 
Carolina, had been since enslaved by cruel retro- 
spective, or ex post facto laws; they alleged that 
certain members of their society had done what 
no person was permitted to do. Mr. B. read part 
of a law of North Carolina, stating “ that no negro 
or mulatto slave shall be set free, except for meri- 
torious services, acknowledged by a license of the 
court; and when any person shall be set free con- 
trary to this law, he may be seized and sold as a 
slave,” &c. He also read a clause from another 
law, passed afterwards, stating that several per- 
sons having set at liberty their slaves contrary to 
law, and persons having taken up and sold them, 
are doubtful of the validity of the sale, and: that 
this law is passed to do away all doubts of such 
validity. Mr. B. said these ‘extracts proved the 
assertion untrue. id 

Mr. Gorpon lamented that this discussion had 
taken place, as it was certain that wherever inte: 
rest is concerned, some degree of warmth will be 
produced ; and when a petition was brought for- 
ward which might affect the property of many 
gentlemen in this House, and their constituents, 
it could not be expected they would hear it with 
the same calmness with persons wholly uncon- 
cerned about it. All that had been advanced in 
favor of the second reading of the petition was, 
the respectability of the persons presenting it, the 
opinion that would be entertained of the petition= 
ers, if their petition was not referred, and the me- 
rits of the petition itself. ae 

With respect to the persons of the petitioners, 
he felt inclined to do them every justice; but 
he did not think this any reason for acting upon 
their memorial, unless some good consequenéé 
could arise from it, any more than if they were the 
vilest persons on earth. As to the opinion: that 
might be entertained out of doors, as the petition 
was not examined, he was not afraid that the citi- 
zens of the United States would believe thatthe 
House could be so far lost to its duty as not to look. 
into a question: of this kind, but that it would be 


„conceived, if rejected, that they had nothing to do 


with it. The other reason, the only material one, 
was to the merits of the petition. The gentleman 
from Delaware, (Mr. Bayarp,) who had examin= 
ed the business with much coolness and ability; - 
had stated that a certain ex post facto law of North 
Carolina. had occasioned grievances. » Admitting 
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there. was such a law, what could the House 
do? Could they declare a law of North Ca- 
rolina null and void? There would be no util- 
ity.in this; but if there was a law in North Caro- 
lina that violated the Constitution, there was a 
clear remedy in the law which organizes the Ju- 
dicial department of the United States, in which 
it.is said, if any law of an individual State inter- 
feres with a law of the United States, a person has 
a right to take advantage of the law of the United 
States. There was no necessity, therefore, to call 
upon Congress for a remedy against this law. In- 
deed, he saw nothing in this memorial which call- 
ed for their interference, and he was therefore 
against a reference, as a further discussion of it 
would only produce uneasiness in certain parts of 
the United States, without producing any good. 
My. Rurieper observed, that notwithstanding 
all that had been said, considering the present ex- 
traordinary state of the West India Islands and of 
Europe, he should insist that “sufficient for the 
day is the evil thereof,” and that they ought to 
shut their door against any thing which had a 
tendency to produce the like confusion in this 


country. If this were not done, the confidence of 


a great part of the Union in the General Gov- 
ernment would be weakened. In the Southern 


States, where most of their property consisted of 


slaves, and where the rest was of no value with- 
out them, there was already a prejudice existing 
that the Northern and Eastern States were inimi- 
cal: to, this kind of property, though they were 
bound by the Constitution from an interference 
with it; but when they heard of the House giv- 
ing countenance to a petition like the present, it 
would.increase their uneasiness. He referred to 
what’ had fallen from the gentleman from Dela- 
ware respecting ea post facto law, and thought a 
court of justice the proper tribunal to settle that 
business.’ Mr. R. said he was .indisposed, not- 
withstanding the high panegyrics which had been 
passed upon the body of Quakers, to withdraw 
the. censures. he had cast upon them. The gen- 
tleman from New York had doubted the charges 
which. he had produced, and said such things 
could.never be attempted by the body. It was 
true, they did: not come in a body into his lodg- 
_ing to seduce his servant, but individuals did it. 
But why; he asked, do these men come here in 
a body ? “Because they believe that their presence 
will give. more weight to their petition; so that 
they appeared in bodies, or as individuals, to an- 
swer their purposes. Gentlemen had charged the 
opposers of the petition with heat; he thought 
there was as much heat on one side as the other. 
MroEpmonnp did not. believe there was any 
real ground of irritation in the question; as no 
gentleman, could suppose they were about to do 
any thing which was either unconstitutional, or 
which would-affect their property. Whether the 
persons who presented the memorial are virtuous 
or-vicious; was of no consequence, since justice 


was due to both classes-of men. They had brought 


a:petition before them, and they ought to consider 


it, It was addressed. to-their honesty: or justice 5. 
ifthe facts were claims. upon their-honesty or 


tion arose, if it were established, whether that 


North Carolina (Mr. Buount) had stated that the 
fact was not true; it was certainly, therefore, 
worth while to be inquired into. 
man had said, if the fact were as stated, they had 


-were filing ofin squads to read it, and ready to 
| fight for a sight of it. | 
had some reasons for. opposing the second ‘reading 


House could afford redress. A gentleman from 


Another gentle- 


no power to act; and a third was of opinion that, 
by the Constitution, redress might be afforded. 
This diversity of opinion showed the necessity of 
an investigation of the subject, in order to deter- 
mine the jurisdiction of the House. He wished it 
for another reason. It had been stated, that if this 
petition were attended to, it would open a door to 
faction and mischief. Can it have this effect? 
These people bring forward a petition siating a 
number of facts; they certainly do not come for- 
ward for the mere design of exciting disorder in 
any quarter. If the House say they will throw 
their petition under the table, would not such treat- 
ment give the factious some ground of clamor by 
which to sow dissension? But if, on the contrary, 
they coolly looked into the petition, and reported 
thereon, would it not stop the mouths of these 
people? It certainly would; since they could not ` 
then say common justice was refused to the peti- 
tioners. Again: having once investigated the 
subject fully, if petitions of a similar kind should 
hereafter come forward, it would be reasonably 
said, this matter has already been taken up and 
fully decided upon; and, therefore, we will not | 
again go into it. Until this was done, the factious — 
would doubtless have cause of complaint. 

Mr. Broun’ said, several gentlemen who had 
spoken on this subject seemed to express them- 
selves as if they believed there was no punishment 
for individuals reducing to slavery persons who 
had been manumitted. He read an extract froma < 
law, passed in 1779, in North Carolina, by which 
the punishment of death is awarded against such 
an offence. 

Mr. Macon read the proceedings of the Flouse |. 
on the petition respecting the kidnapping of ne- . 
groes, in order to show that the gentleman from _ 
New York (Mr. Livineston) had misstated the | 
issue of that business. The last report on thesub- 
ject was that it would be best to leave the regula- 
tion of the subject to the Legislatures of the seve- 
ral States. Mr. M. allowed that his reflections’ 
upon the whole body of Quakers were too general, : 
and he had no hesitation in retracting them ; but he 
believed a number of them were guilty of the 
charges brought against them by the gentleman 
from South Carolina. ` 

Mr. Tuarcuer said, if, when the motion was 
first made, he had been against it, from what had. 
fallen from gentlemen on the subject, he should 
now be in favor of it; for, notwithstanding they” 
opposed the second reading of the petition, they 


He believed, therefore, they 
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which did not appear. He referred to what had | received and read, and no matter found in it upon 
been said by the gentleman from North Carolina, | which the House could act, the proper mode of 
as to the fact stated in the petition, and said that, | disposing of it was to order it to lie on the table, 
notwithstanding the laws which he had read, the | where every member could have recourse to it, 
fact might be true; byt that this very doubt | and could call it up whenever he pleased. This 
about the fact was an additional reason for going | was not disrespectful, and it would give members 
into the inquiry. a better opportunity of becoming acquainted with 

Gentlemen had said, however good and virtuous | it than a second reading, which the gentleman 
the petitioners might be, it ought to have no effect | from Massachusetts (notwithstanding his attempt 
upon the petition; if this were true, he hoped when | at wit on the subject) knew was merely a matter 
they were represented as the worst of men, thai | of form, the first words only being repeated. With 
representation was not meant to influence their | respect to the society from whence the petition 
decision on the question. Mr. T. could not con- | came, he respected them as much as any other so- 
ceive for what purpose they were carried to Eu- | ciety in the United States; but, if they presented 
rope, to witness the scenes which had taken place | a petition upon which the House could not act, he 
there for the last ten years. Was this, he asked, | should be for its lying upon the table. 


the state of society? If he thought so, ifit had} Myr. Gorpon defended what hehad before assert- 
the faintest resemblance of what. was taking place | eq with respect to the law organizing the Judicia- 
there, he would fly from it to the uttermost parts | ry system being equal to the redress of any griev- 
of the earth, and there make his habitation. Mr. | ance arising from a State law, in opposition to the 
T. wished an inquiry to take place; there was a gentleman from Delaware. He read the law at 
part of the United States in which slavery was | fenoth. 

tolerated—some of the members from those parts} The question was taken for the second reading 
thought it not right ; there were other parts of the | of the petition, and carried—53 votes being in the 
Union which disclaimed it. These two opposing | affirmative. 

principles were like two opposite powers in me- 
chanism, which produced rest; but, the more fre- 
quently the subject was looked into, the more mit- 
igated would be its effects. 


Mr. Gatari moved that it be referred to a 
select committee. 


Mr. Corr wished it to be referred to the Com- 
Mr. Biyano went into a justification of what mittee of the Whole, to whom was referred the 


he had before advanced with respect to its being petition on the subject of kidnapping negroes, &e: 


within the jurisdiction of the House to afford a] Mr- RUTLEDGE thought a select oan meee 
remedy with respect to the ex post facto law com- would be best, as stage-plays, cock-fighting, horse- 
lained of, and insisted that, without some such sidered and other evils, would, of course, be con- 
interference, persons might be in a situation in | “dered. , ere 
which they could get no redress. Mr. B. conclu- The question for reference to a select committee 
k 5 s + P. A ae . eae 
ded by saying, that gentlemen knew little of hu- wae put and carried—59 members being in the 
man nature, who thought to silence these petition- | ® Ween Si Kens å tof i 
ers by contemptuous treatment, and alluded to the ive members being agreed upon to form the 


indulgence which had been shown them with re- committee, the Sreaxer named Messrs. Srr- 
spect to taking of oaths. GREAVES, NicHoLas, Dana, Scuureman, and S. 


Mr. 8. Smira wished for an explanation on the a ee the Ea 
subject of ex post facto law. He thought the Be RTRA RTR 
Constitution of the United States could have no 
power over laws passed before it existed. He was | 
of opinion this petition ought to be referred, as it 
was presented in a respectful form, and by a re-} A new member, to wit: Josep HEISTER, re- 
spectable body of men—a body of men so respect- | turned to serve in this House as a member for 
able that their word was equal to the oath of other | the State of Pennsylvania, in the room of George 
men. He thought, also, that a fair and candid de-| Ege, who has resigned his seat, appeared, pro- 
cision would prevent future similar applications. | duced his credentials, and took his seat. inthe 
Because some few men had attempted to delude | House. 
the servants of gentlemen, it ought not to be = Several other members, to wit: from: Pennsyl- 


Fripay, December 1. 


ground of a reflection upon the whole body. vania, ANDREW GREGG; from Kentucky, THOMAS 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania had said that | T. Davis; and from North Carolina, NATHAN 
the manumission law of that State had done no! Bryan, and Demsry Buress, appeared and.took 
harm to property of this kind; that he denied; he | their seats in the House. , E ee 
= believed it had made many of the slaves in the} The Clerk then informed the House-that he 
neighboring Statés unhappy in their situations, | had heard from a member of the Senate that the 
and had given their masters considerable uneasi- | Speaker was indisposed; so much so, that he was 
ness. not able to communicate his indisposition tothe 
Mr. VenasLe would not have risen,. had it not House in writing. - fd a a 
been that he wished to correet a mistaken notion| Mr. Dent said, this being the ease, heshould 
‘Of: disrespect. that: was attached to-ordering a peti- | move that the orders for this day be further post- 
tion to lie upon’ the table. ~- When a petition was | poned till Monday; which motion being ‘agreed 
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Tuomas Sumter, from South Carolina, ap- 
peared and took his seat. 

Mr. Corr, from the Committee of Elections, 
reported on. the memorial of Robert Rutherford, 
complaining of the undue election. of General 
Morgan, that they had examined the proofs ad- 
duced, and that they were wholly insufficient to 
support the allegations contained in his memorial. 

Mr. C. moved that the House concur with the 
report; but, upon the request of Messrs. J. Par- 
KER and T. Craiworne, it was committed to a 
Committee of the Whole for Thursday. 

REMISSION OF DUTIES. , 

Mr. Livinasron, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, made reports on the pe- 
titions of John C. Normand and Henry Sherriot, 
who prayed for the remission of duties on wine 
destroyed by fire. The report stated that there 
was no doubt of the fact being as set forth; but 
that the House had of late years rejected all such 
applications, not only as inequitable, but on the 
ground of its being impossible to guard against 
imposition, and therefore, referring to former de- 
cisions, determine the prayer of the petitioners 
could not be granted. 

Mr. Li also made a report on the petition of 
Frederick Cyrus, praying to bave the manage- 
ment of a mining scheme; stating that as the com- 
mittee knew of no such plan, and the House had 
no power to make the appointment, the prayer of 
the petition could not be granted. 

“The House concurred in these reports. 


l PUBLICATION OF DEBATES. 

Mr. Dwicar Foster presented the petition of 
Thomas Carpenter, stating that he was the editor 
of the American Senator, published during the 
session of Congress ending in March last ; that, at 
the commencement of that session, he presented 
a. memorial to the House, praying its support of 
his work; that the House had declined supporting 
it, as a body, but receiving individual assurances 

_ of support from many of the members, he had 
been induced to engage in the work; but the event 
had: proved: unfavorable to him. He hoped now, 
therefore, that he should be reeompensed, by the 
House. engaging to take three copies for each 
member of the work he proposed to publish this 
session, (provided, he met with the support he 
prayed. for,) whieh, computing the session at 
eighteen weeks, he supposed would not amount to 
more than $2,250. 

Mr. D. Foster. moved that this petition be re- 
ferred-to a select committee. 

“Mr. Corr objected to a reference. The House, 
he said, had so: often deterrnined to have nothing 
te: do with the publieation-of the debates; that he 
thought. it time- tö have done with the subject. 


He: hoped, ‘therefore, ‘the petition might lie upon | 


the table. ; ; : 
+i Mre Foster and Mr. ‘Taarcupr:spoke in favor 


| the-subject, and said he did not think any motion 


“before the report was made. =- 


of the committal; and the motion was put and 
carried, and a committee of three members ap- 
pointed to report thereon. 


DUTY ON STILLS. 


Mr. T. Ciarworne presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of the State of Virginia, com- 
plaining of being aggrieved by the act laying a 
duty upon stills, and praying relief. 

Mr. C. was doubtful as to what committee this 
petition ought to go. He thought it best to go 
to the Committee of Ways and Means; but, on 
being informed no such committee was at pre- 
sent in existence, and Mr. Harrison wishing the 
subject to go to a select commitiee, he consented, 
Mr. New thought it would be best to appointa 
committce to inquire what amendments were nè- 
cessary to the act. Mr. J. Parker was in favor 
of a Committee of Ways and Means; and Mr. 
Nicuotas moved that a Committee of Ways and 
Means be appointed. 

A Committee of Ways and Means was accord- 
ingly appointed, and consisted of the following 
members, viz: Messrs. Harper, GALLATIN, GRIS- 
woup, BLount, Hosmer, Craix, Brent, A. Fos- 
TER, Sewaui, Morris, Davis, Sinnickson, W. 
C. CLAIBORNE, BAYARD, CHAMPLIN, and BALDWIN. 

The petition was referred to this'committee. 


TENNESSEE BOUNDARY. 


Mr. W. C. Cuarporne presented the remon- 
strance and petition of the Legislature of the State 
of Tennessee, complaining of the extension of the 
boundary of the United States into the Cherokee 
country; of the proclamation of Colonel Butler, ` 
requiring all persons settled upon the land in- 
claded in the boundary, within a very short space, 
and at an inclement season, to remove therefrom, 
by which nearly 3,000 persons had been greatly 
distressed; of the conduct of Mr, Hawkins, &c., 
and praying relief. Referred to a select com- 
mittee. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT. 


Mr. Srrereaves said, he was prepared to make 
a report from the committee appointed at the last 
session, to sit during the recess, for the purpose of 
collecting evidence, and substantiating charges 
against William Blount, a Senator of the Uni- 
ted States, impeached of high crimes and mis- 
demeanors; but as that committee was appointed 
and received its instructions with closed galleries, 
he supposed, except the injunction of secrecy were © 
taken off, it would be necessary that the galleries. 
should be. closed whilst the report was made; 
though the committee were of opinion there was. 
not any thing in the report. which ought not to be. 
made public. He therefore moved that the ré? 
port should be received in the usual way. : 

‘The Seeaxer read the rule of the House on 


necessary, if the committee were. of opinion $ 
crecy was not necessary. ne 

Mr. Tuarcuer thought it was necessary that 
the- injunction of secrecy. ought tobe. taken off. 
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Mr. Srrareaves made a motion to that effect, 
which was carried. He then presented the re- 
port, which the Clerk proceeded to read. [The 
report and documents will be found entire in the 
Appendiz.] 

The committee state soon after their appoint- 
ment they received a trunk from J. Ross, Esq., 
containing sundry papers belonging to William 
Blount, which had been seized by order of the 
Senate. From these papers they made a selec- 
tion, and returned the remainder to William 
Blount. A violent presumptioa arose from the 
perusal of the papers, that Nicholas Romayne, of 
the city of New York, was intimately connected 
with Mr. Blount; the committee conceived it 
to be their duty therefore to prevent the escape of 
N. Romayne, by securing his person and papers, 
and issued a writ for that purpose, the execution 
of which they placed in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of State, who made Captain W. Eaton mes- 
senger on the occasion. On the 12th of July, the 
messenger returned with Nicholas Romayne and 
a number of his papers, (such of which as are 
material are reported.) Having finished his ex- 
amination, N. Romayne gave security for his ap- 
pearance before the Senate on the trial of W. 
Blount. g ‘ 

A letter, signed James Grant, found amongst 
W. Blount’s papers, and the letter from the latter 
to James Carey, made it necessary to secure their 
persons and papers ; Major T. Lewis was employed 
to do the business. He was also to bring along 
with him John Rogers. In the interim, the com- 
mittee received the examination of James Carey, 
taken at Tellico Blockhouse. On the 25th Sep- 
tember, Major Lewis arrived at Germantown, 
with Grant, Rogers, and Carey. These persons 
were examined, and Major Grant gave bond for 
his appearance before the Senate. 

To complete the series of correspondence be- 
tween Mr. Blount and Mr. Romayne, the letter 
No. 9 seemed to be wanting. On the 13th of July 
it was received by the Secretary of State, under 
an anonymous cover, in a foreign language. 

Having heard of Captain Chisholm having 
sailed from Philadelphia, in a vessel belonging to 
Mr. William Davy, they sent for Mr. Davy and 
examined him; his examination led to the exami- 
nation of George Lesher and others. 

The committee mention that the Chevalier 
Yrujo called upon them and made a communica- 
tion which implicated a person of the name of 
Mitchel. They immediately wrote to Major Lewis 


on the subject; he received their letter, but could f 


not find the person. A second communication 
: was made by the Chevalier on the subject. 

After stating a number of other circumstances, 
the committee conclude their report by regretting 
that they have not been able to obtain more com- 
plete information on the subject, but assure the 

House that nothing in their power has been wanting 
: to obtain it. 

The report being gone through, Mr. Srrernaves 
said the reading of the documents referred to 
would take up much time of. the House, and as it 
was desirable that they should. be printed forthe 
5th Cow.—22 


use of the members as soon as possible, he should 
wish the reading might be dispensed with, and 
that the usual vote of printing might be agreed to. 
Mr. GALLATIN hoped the papers might be read, 
as the report consisted chiefly of a reference to 
them. l 
The reading of the documents was then entered 
upon as follow: 
No. 1. A letter from William Blount to Dr. 
Romayne. 
Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. 
Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. 
Do. from W. Blount to Dr. Romayne. 
Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. 
Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. 
Do. from W. Blount to Dr. Romayne, 
Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. 
Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. 


Mr. Srrervaves (who read this part of the pa- 
pers) mentioned that the above was the letter 
enclosed to the Secretary of State, anonymously, 
in a foreign language, signed “ An Eternal Enemy 
to Foreign Influence.” 

Mr. Tuatcuer inquired in what language the 
anonymous letter was written. 

Mr. Dawson thought it necessary to state, lest 
because this letter was written in the Spanish lan- 
guage, it should give rise to groundless suspicions, 
that the committee had the strongest proof that it 
was written by an American gentleman. >54. 

10. Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount... 

11. Do. from John Chisholm to W. Blount, 
from Chisholm to Col. McKey, and from Ghi- 
sbolm to John Rogers. Take 

12. Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. < 

13. Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. 

14. Do. from W. Blount to James Carey. 

15. Do. from W. Blount to John Rogers. 

16. Do. from W. Blount to James Carey... 

17. Do. from W. Blount to Major Wiley... 

18. Do. from Robert Liston to Dr. Romayne. 

19. Do. from James Grant to W. Blount. 

20. Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount: 

21. Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount. 

22. Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount... 

23. Do. from James Grant to W. Blount. 

24. Do. from W. Blount to Dr. Romavne, 

25. Do. from W. Blount to Dr. Romayne.. ., 

26. Do. from Dr. Romayne to W. Blount... 

27. A writing found among the papers of Dr. 
Romayne, and acknowledged by him to be an un 
finished letter to W. Blount. ee 

28. A paper, endorsed by Judge Turner, con- 
taining an account of different military posts: . 

29. W. Blount’s circular letter, after his im- 
peachment. s 

30. The deposition of Dr. Romayne before the 
committee. ‘The deponent states that he had. been 
acquainted with Mr. Blount since 1782; that he 
became acquainted with Chisholm whilstin- treaty 
with Mr. Blount in land speculations}. sometime 
after the deponent: intended. going. to London to 
sell land, but the falling in price of property: pre- 


OD AB OP Ww 


‘yented him; that-Governor Blount. wasto have 


procured a law passed. in. Tennessee: to. enable 
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aliens to hold land; the deponent spoke of the dif- 
ferent letters which had passed between W. Blount 
and himself on the subject of Louisiana, which 
the former regretted the English did not possess, 
and.spoke of going to England on the business; he 
regretted the Floridas did not belong to the Uni- 
ted States.. It was understood between them that 
it was most favorable for Louisiana to belong to 
the Spaniards, but that the English had much bet- 
ter have it than the French; they agreed that it 
was necessary to sound certain persons in Phila- 
delphia on the subject, as well as in Virginia and 
the Southern States; spoke of his conversation to 
Blount about going to England, but that Mr. 
Blount neglecting to answer his letters, he gave 
up the project. > 
After this evidence, follows the cross-examina- 
tion of the committee. The letters which passed 
between W. Blount and N. Romayne bear date 
from February to May, and are chiefly on the pro- 
ject of going to England, on the business of Loui- 
siana. Mr. R. frequently speaks with great confi- 
dence of success, and often introduces in his letters 
the critical situation of the European Powers, and 
the improbability of peace. 
31. Next follows the examination of Mr. Wil- 
liam Davy, of this city, which relates to the sailin 
of Chisholm in the brig John Henderson, which 
the chartered, and which cleared out for Ham- 
burgh, but was bound for London, on the 20th of 
March; that his passage was taken and paid for 
py R. Liston, by means of Mr. Thornton; Mr. D. 
repeats conversation which took place between 
‘them as to his business; that Chisholm was to 
command. a squadron against Pensacola, and a 
variety of other circumstances. Mr. D. also men- 
tions séveral interviews with Mr. Liston on the 
‘pusiness.. He also produced a letter from his 
brother in London, mentioning Chisholm having 
“endeavored to get money from him; but before he 
gave him any. he applied to Lord Grenville’s 
office, to know if he had got money from thence, 
and. finding they had supplied him largely, he 
declined letting him have any. . 
32. Evidence of George Lesher relates to Chis- 
holm’s being at his house with a party of Indians; 
of his conversation about going to Europe, and of 
- his business there} that, whilst he was at his house, 
“he was arrested for $400, and that he told him he 

was obliged to sacrifice a note of Mr. Bond’s for 
“$3500, at a loss of five or six dollars in the 100, to 
‘satisfy the demand. 

33; The. examination of William Bell refutes 
what is said about: sacrificing the note of $500, as 
he’states’ that he gave Chisholm credit, from time 
ERE. and that the note of $400 was not paid 
at all, É 

“34, A letter from the. Secretary of State to the 
committee, stating what had passed between him 
‘and the British Minister, in which, amongst other 
things, it is asserted that Mr. Liston gave Mr. Chis- 
"holm no money at all; that he only paid his pass- 
age to the owner, and gave him an order for £20 
‘on his banker in London- : 

ed 35. A note from Mr. Liston to the Seeretary of 

tate. n - : l See 


36. L : ton, in which 
the British Government declines to accede to the 
proposals made to them respecting the Floridas, 


€. 

37. Evidence of Elisha B. Hopkins with respect 
to conversation held with Chisholm. 

38. Dr. Charles Buxton’s examination relates to > 
conversation between him and Dr. Romayne. 

39. John Franklin was examined with respect 
to Chisholm being at Lester’s at the same time 
with him; spoke of his conversation respecting 
Louisiana and the Floridas, W. Blount, and the 
British Minister. 

40, James Carey and John Rogers’s evidence 
went to the same effect. 

The reading of the papers having continued for 
more than two hours, and it being three o’clock, 
Mr. Denr said, as he observed there were yet sey- 
eral more papers to read, he should move the House 
to adjourn. The motion was carried—39 to 31. 


Tunspay, December 5. 


prepare and report a bill for the relief of Antonia ; 
Carmichael, reported a bill, which was twice read, 


Mr. W. Cuarporne presented the petition O 
James Grant, of Knoxville, stating, that in purs 
ance of a process issued by a committee of thi 
House, he and his papers were seized on the 28 
of last July; that he was in custody 65 days, at 
the expiration of which he was discharged, at t 
distance of 700 miles from his own home, from 
whence he had been dragged by military force, 
the great neglect of his business. He prays to 
seme at least, in as good a situation as he w: 
‘ound. He reckons 20 days for his return homi 
which, added to 65, makes 85, and hopes he shi 
be allowed five dollars a day; for, as he has beet 
guilty of no offence, he trusts he shall go unpun- 
ished. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 


STAMP DUTIES. 

Mr. D. Fosrer observed, that in looking im 
the laws of last session, he found that the act la 
ing a stamp duty throughout the United S 
was to take place on the first of next month.” ` 
he understood that it would be impossible for thi 
act to take place at that time, as the necessary pre 
parations could not be effected in the interim, 
should move that a committee be appointed. 
inquire whether any and what alterations are 
cessary to Þe made in that.act. eon 
' © Thè Speaker submitted to the gentleman w. 
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ther this subject did not properly come under the 
duty of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
. Mr. Foster believed it might, and would there- 
fore alter his motion to, “Resolved, That the 
'. Committee of Ways and Means be instructed to 
< inquire whether any,” &c. 
| Mr. Macon had no objection to the motion, ex- 
© ‘cept that he thought it unnecessary, as he believed 
‘it was the duty of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to act upon the subject, without any spe- 
| cial direction. 
_ Mr. Foster said it was desirable that some- 
| thing should be done in the business immediately, 
as notice must be given in all the papers of any 
© alteration which may be made in the act. 
The motion was put and carried. 
| 
| 


PENSIONERS. 


Mr. D. Foster said, that a bill passed that House 
in the session ending in March last, but was post- 
poned by the Senate, for placing certain persons 
on the pension list. He moved that that bill, with 
‘the reports on the subject, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

The Speaker said the reports might be refer- 
red, but the House knew nothing of such a bill 
-being acted upon at a former session. 

Mr. Foster moved that the reports of the Se- 
f-cretary of War on the subject might be referred. 
i. Agreed to. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT. 


“The Clerk now proceeded to read the remain- 
‘der of the documents referred to in the report of 
the committee on the subject of W. Blount’s 
conspiracy. 
The next paper which came of course was the 
~“depositon of James Grant, commonly called Major 
‘Grant. His evidence consisted principally of con- 
; versation which had passed between him and W. 
‘Blount. He stated that he met with him in 
* Washington county, Virginia, on the 28th April; 
that they spoke on the subject of running the line 
between the United States and the Indians, and he 
eemed to wish to avoid any responsibility with 
espect to the Indian treaty ; that W. Blount men- 
tioned his pecuniary embarrassments, but that he 
aid he had a plan on foot which he expected 
‘would effectually relieve him. He said Chisholm 
nd the Indian chiefs had been with the British 
‘Minister at Philadelphia, and that Chisholm had 
a plan in the handwriting of the British Minister, 
; which, if it succeeded, W. Blount said he should 
have it in his power to serve all his friends; that 
he seemed to place great reliance upon Rogers 
nd Carey, and upon their influence with the 
Indians. He mentioned that an armament was to 
e sent from England, which was to be co-operated 
with on the land side by him at the head of the 
ndians. 
The deponent also. speaks of having. received 
ters from Colonel King, about the 15th of June, 
m W; Blount for Carey, which he delivered, 
ad mentions the conversation which. passed be- 
een them. 


Mr. BITGREAVES took the chair of the Clerk and 


said, the document was a paper communicated to 
the committee by the Chevalier de Yrujo, in 
French. The committee had not, he said, any 
formal translation of it, but he would read it in 
English as perfectly as he was able—which he 
proceeded to do. It was the communication of a 
citizen, (Mitchell,) who states that there had been 
enrolled by an English agent in the Western coun- 
try, 1,000 persons, for the purpose of attacking 
certain Spanish posts, and to go against Louisiana 
and the Floridas; that Chisholm had a list of 1,500 
Tories who were engaged to take up arms in favor 
of England; that there were formed on the Lakes 
500 regular troops, 700 Canadian militia, and 
200 savages, to attack Fort Louis; that Chisholm 
had provided six pieces of cannon, the same which 
was procured for citizen Genet; that the rendez- 
vous was to beat Knoxville the Ist of July ;. and 
that, after Chisholm had reported the business to 
the British Minister, he would set out for England, 
to lay the project before the British Government, 
and command money and vessels for carrying it 
into effect. .The Chevalier also gave to the com- 
mittee a letter which Mitchell had received from 
Chisholm. It was a request that Mitchell and 
Craig would be in Tennessee in July; with an 
assurance that they might rely upon everything 
which he had said. ; Pe 

The next papers were the evidence of John 
Phillips Ripley and Thomas Odiorne, who were 
brought forward by the Chevalier de Yrujo. - 

J. P. Ripley states that he is a citizen of New 
Hampshire; that he was educated with Captain 
Eaton at Yale College; that Captain Eaton had 
told hin that several letters were found in the pos- 
session of Dr. Romayne, which proved the British 
Minister to be concerned in the enterprise con+ 
templated by Governor Blount; that these letters 
offered rewards to any person who would engage 
in the service, and that they were discovered under 
some rubbish; that many of Dr. Romayne’s papers 
were destroyed; that Captain Eaton had told him 
that Colonel Pickering had reprimanded -him for 
having mentioned anything respecting these letters, 
and had said that Great Britain was now the-only 
friend we had; that he saw a letter which Cap- 
tain Eaton had written to Colénel Pickering on 
the subject. On examination by the committee, 
Ripley asserted that he believed that Great Britain 
was at the bottom of the conspiracy. 

Thomas Qdiorne deposed, that he was.also at 
college with Captain Eaton, and that Captain 
Eaton had told him nearly the same circumstances 
which J. P. Ripley deposes to have heard from 
him. He also says, he saw the letter. which ‘the 
captain had written to Colonel Pickering, as an 
apology for having mentioned anything respect- 
ing the letters found in possession of Dr. Romayne. 

Next follows the evidence of. William..Eaton, 
taken at Springfield, before Judge Lyman: He 
states that Philip Ripley was his: cotemporary at 
college, and that he had. since been acquainted 
with him at Philadelphia; but that he does not 
know much about Odiorne. - Some. time after his 


| return from New: York, he recallects to have told 


Ripley. that four-or five original letters of William 
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Blount were found in Dr. Romayne’s possession, at 
‘the. discovery of oneof which he felt a good deal em- 
barrassed. The deponent also told the said Rip- 
ley that Mr. Pickering was displeased with him for 
having: mentioned anything about these letters, until 
the matter was laid before the committee; but the 
deponent denies that he ever told Ripley, or that 
_ Mr. Pickering ever said to him, “that Great Bri- 
“tain was now the only friend we bad.” The de- 
ponent believes he might have given it as his 
opinion, that the British Minister would have en- 
couraged the plan if it had been feasible ; that he 
had delivered every article respecting the conspi- 
racy of Mr. Blount, which had come into his 
hands, to the committee of inquiry. Captain Ea- 
ton also. spoke of a French engineer having been 
into-all the seaports of the United States, in order 
to make plans of, and observations respecting 
them. $ 
The next paper was a communication from the 
‘Chevalier de Yrujo, consisting of an original let- 
“ter from General Clark, of Georgia, to Mur- 
phy, Esq., Consul of His Catholic Majesty there, 
in answer to an application made to him on the 
subject of the conspiracy, in which he states, “ that 
cthe‘peculiar nature of the proposition made to 
‘him. by the British, prevents him from giving that 
satisfaction which is required; an application, he 
‘says, had been made to him through a channel 
‘which bound him to silence; he was asked whe- 
ther $10,000 would induce him to join the Bri- 
tsh; but- that he had rejected the offer with dis- 
dain” > 
“Mr. Strereaves said, that all the documents 
‘which were of any importance, had now been 
‘read; what remained were not worth occupying 
the time.of the House to read them. If it were 
“wished, however, they might be gone through. 
“The SPEAKER said, that would be determined 
on a motion being made for printing. 
Mr. Oris moved that the report and documents 
be:printed. 
>: Mr: Dawson said, there were two depositions 
‘of James Carey, one before the district judge, and 
another before the committee; as one only had 


-been read, and they did not wholly. agree, he| the House accordingly went into a Committee ð 


trusted that both would be printed. 
< Mr: Srrarpaves said, certainly, all the papers 
will be printed. 

Mr. Dawson observed, that Mr. Byers had given 
evidence, whicli; though not on oath, he thought 
‘entitled to credit; and ought to be printed, as it 
corroborated the evidence of Carey. 

Mr. ‘Sirereaves said, it had been usual, upon 
extraordinary and important occasions, to order 
printed more copies of papers than the usual num- 
ber; he thought this one of those occasions, and 
moved that six hundred copies might be printed, 


as he supposed the additional expense would be | ment, and also reserved out of the balance due: 


Anconsiderable. 


The motion was agreed to, and the report and | being an established rule at the Treasury, not to 


documents were ordered to lie on the table. 


DEFERRED: DEBT. 


Mr: Nicwouas said, it appeared to. him that| account. Mr. Hill prays for this balance. The 
when an important object was to be accomplish- | Committee of Claims are of opinion, that it would 


| Mr. Harper called for the order of the day o 


ed, and such as the House could form an opinion 
upon, it was proper to express their sense upon the 
subject to the committee appointed to consider it, 
lest they might act, from their own opinion, upon 
a contrary basis, and afterwards have what they 
had done reversed by the House. He thought this 
course necessary with regard to the Deferred Debt. 
He wished the attention of the House to be now 
turned to this object, as it would be recollected 
that this session would probably be the only op- 
portunity they would have of a fair and full discus- 
sion of it, as the next session will necessarily be a 
short one, and the following one will be too near 
the period at which resources will be wanted, to 
have: the desired effect. This was, therefore, the 
time for making the proper provision, which was 
absolutely neeessary, except they were to encroach 
upon funds destined for other objects. He, there- 
fore, proposed to the House a resolution to the fol- 
lowing effect. i 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to prepare and report a plan for raising a 
sum which shall be equal to satisfy the demands which 
will be made upon the Government in the year 1801; 
on account of the Deferred Debt.” 


The Speaxer was of opinion that it was neces- 
sary, if not to move, at least to have the proposed 
resolution discussed in Committee of the Whole. 
[He read the rule.] i i 

Mr. NıcnoLas thought the rule had reference to 
a specific tax. He could refer to a precedent, 
where the course recommended by the Spraxe 
was not taken. It was the resolution requiring 
the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and r 
port a plan for laying a direct tax. 

The Speaxer was doubtful whether the resol 
tions proposing to instruct the Committee of Ways 
and Means took it out of the rule. x 

Mr. Corr hoped the resolution would lie upon 
the table till to-morrow ; which was agreed to. 


HENRY HILL. 


the report of the Committee of Claims on the 
petition of Henry Hill, which was agreed to, and 


the Whole on the subject, Mr. Denr in the Chair. 

This subject has been frequently before the 
House, in different shapes, and has occupied much 
of its time. The petitioner, Henry Hill, is the 
administrator of Mr. Miller, the administrator of 
Mr. Banks, whose name has been often before the 
| House, particularly in the settlement of the claim 
of the widow of General Greene. It appeai 
from an investigation of facts, that the Unit 
States, in their account with John Banks, have a 
double credit for the same sum of $9,768, it beii 
credited to them in the quartermaster’s depar 


| John Banks, on his contract account; and, it 


open accounts for a new settlement, which have 
once been adjusted by the proper officers, 
Treasury Départment have refused to resettle th 
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be improper for them to determine who are the 


so far as respects this balance; the right of the 
claimants, in case of controversy, may receive a 
judicial determination. It is sufficient that the 
balance be placed to the credit of the person to 


when the sum was retained out of Banks's pay- 
ment. That committee, therefore, submit the fol- 
lowing resolution to the consideration of the 
House: 

“ Resolved, That the accounting officers of the Trea- 
sury cause the sum of $9,768 81, charged to the 


ber, 1783, to be credited to the said John Banks; and 
that the sum so credited, to be charged to the account 
of such other person as, in their opinion, shall be justly 
chargeable therewith.” 

Mr. Harper, Mr. D. Fosrer, and Mr. Finn- 
LEY, urged an agreement to this resolution. 

Mr. Corr proposed to amend it, by adding a 
clause to the following effect: 

“ And that they charge the account of the said John 
Banks with the money paid by the United States to the 
executors of General Greene, on account of debts of 
the said John Banks, or John Banks & Co., bailed or 
secured by said General Greene.” 


` After considerable discussion, Mr. Or1s moved 
that the committee rise, in order to have the sub- 
| ject recommitted, that further facts may be stated. 
This: motion produced also considerable debate. 
At length the committee rose, and being refused 
to sit again, a. motion was made to recommit the 
report to the Committee of Claims; when Mr. O. 
moved an instruction to the committee to the fol- 
lowing effect: 

“To report a statement of facts relative to the de- 
mand which the United States may have upon the 
balance in question, on account of indemnifying the 
estate of General Greene, as surety for the said Banks.” 

This instruction to the committee, after some 
debate, was agreed to. 


Wepnespay, December 6. 


Mr. Dent presented a memorial from sundry 
inhabitants of St. Mary’s county, in the State of 
Maryland, stating, that by the late regulations 
-made in the establishment of the post-roads, they 
_/were deprived of the opportunity of receiving 
newspapers as usual; which, as they have a direct 
tendency to promote an increase of knowledge, 
they consider as being deprived of a blessing, and 
‘pray for an extension of the road, that the evil 
they complain of may be remedied. Referred to 
a. select committee. 

». Mr. D. Fosrur said, he was instructed by the 
Committee of Claims, to ask leave of the House 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
he petition of Mr. Maury, Consul of the United 
States at Liverpool, in order that it might be re- 


actual or equitable representatives of John Banks, | 


whom it belonged on the 31st of December, 1783, i 


contract account of John Banks, on the 31st of Decem- | 


CONTINENTAL SECURITIES. 

| Mr. Ruep presented the petition of Simeon 
| Dunbar, stating that he possesses Continental secu- 
| rities; that he never heard of the act of limitation 
| before the limit was expired, and prays that they 
i may, notwithstanding, be funded. 

; A motion to refer this petition to the Committee 
| of Claims occasioned some debate upon the pro- 
| priety of reference of a petition, which acknow- 
ledged the claim to be barred by law. It was, 
| however, at length agreed to; when 
Mr. Wiuiams said, he believed there were 
| Many just claims undischarged, owing entirely to 
the ignorance of the persons holding the securities 
| with respect to the law of limitation; for persons 
| living on the frontier of the country who were 
probably the best entitled to compensation, had no 
means of becoming acquainted with the laws; 
He, therefore, proposed the following resolution: 


| Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the expediency or inexpediency of designa- 
ting certain claims to be excepted from the operation. 
of the act of limitation, and that they report by bill or 
otherwise.” 


Mr. D. Foster said, that a motion of this kind 
had been made in the last Winter session, and the 
Committee of Claims, on the 24th of February, 
had made a lengthy report thereupon, which, for: 
want of time, had not been acted upon, and which 
was mentioned in the report of unfinished busi- 
ness. He supposed, if the gentleman moved this: 
report to be committed to a Committee’ of the 
Whole, his object would be attained. ae, 

After a number of desultory observations, this 
motion was put and carried, and made the order: 
of the day for Friday. ee 


EVIDENCE IN CONTESTED ELECTIONS. ° 


Mr. Harper then called for the order of. the 
day on certain resolutions which he had offered 
to the consideration of the House on the subject 
of taking evidence in cases of contested elections. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ae- 
cordingly resolved itself into a Committee. of 
the Whole on that subject—Mr. Dent in the 
Chair. The resolutions were as follow: 2.0. 

“ Resolved, That the method of taking evidence to 
be adduced, in the trial of contested elections, for this 
House, shall, hereafter be as follows: r 

“1. The party intending to contest an election shall 
give notice of such intention to the person: returned: 
If it be an election in the usual course, this notice shall 
be given at least weeks before the time when the 
said person is to take his seat; if not in the usual 
course, but to fill a vacancy, then the notice shall. be 
given within days after the person appointed ‘to 
hold the election shall have made known publicly the 
state of the poll. The notice shall be. delivered in 
writing, at the usual residence of ‘the person: returtied + 
and if he be absent, shall be left there open. Lo 

“2. That the party intending tö take examinations, 
shall then apply to'some justice or judge of the Courts 
of the United States, or some chancellor, justice. or 
judge of a supreme, superior, or county ‘court, or 
court. of common pleas, of any State, or some mayor 
or chief magistrate of a town or city, and shall obtain 
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a notification, under his hand and seal, directed to the 
opposite party, and requiring him to attend by himself, 
or his attorney duly authorized, and cross-examine the 
witnesses. This notification shall state the time and 
place of examination, and the names of the witnesses ; 
and it shall be served on the opposite party, or his attor- 
ney duly authorized, as either may be nearest to 
such places; provided either is within one hundred 
miles of it. For attendance, after receiving the notifi- 
cation, one day exclusive of Sundays, shall be allowed 
for every twenty miles. 

« 8diy. Inall cases where either party shall give no- 
tice to the other of his having appointed an attorney for 
the purpose aforesaid, it shall be necessary to serve the 
above-mentioned notification on the attorney. 

**4thly. Every person deposing, shall make oath or 
affirmation to testify the whole truth, and shall sub- 
scribe the testimony by him or her given ; which shall 
be reduced to writing only by the magistrate taking the 
deposition, or by the deponent, in his presence. The 
deposition, so taken, together with a certificate of the 
notices, and proofof the services of them, shall be sealed 
up bythe magistrate who took it, and transmitted to 
the Speaker of the House. 

< Resolved, That the examination of witnesses taken 
in this manner and no other, shall hereafter be admit- 
téd on trial of contested elections. 

“ Resolved, That copies of any papers recorded in any 
office of records, provided those copies be attested under 
the hand and seal of the recording officer, shall be. ad- 
mitted at all such trials, in the same manner as the ori- 
ginals would be, if produced. In like manner copies 
of any other papers of a public nature, and remaining 
in the possession of a public officer, shall be admitted 
when attested under the hand and seal of that officer. 

.& Resolved, That ~~ copies of these resolutions 
shall be forwarded forthwith to the Executive of every 
State, with a request that they will cause the managers 
of every election in their respective States, to be fur- 
nished with at least one copy.” 

Mr. Hosmer moved to amend the first resolu- 
tion by adding, after the word “election,” in the 
eighth line, “ or to canvass the votes.” Agreed to. 
«Mr. Srrereaves did not understand the object 
which the:mover of these resolutions had in view. 
He knew. not. whether he meant to confine the 
operation of his rule to the present House of Rep- 
resentatives only, ọr to all future Houses. From 
the language of the first resolution he judged the 
latter was his intention. As it was his opinion, 
therefore, that any attempt of theirs to bind fu- 
ture Houses would be perfectly nugatory, he 
should.move to strike out the words from, “If it 
be”. to: “given”. (in the first clause.) This 
resolution will then confine the operation of the 
rule to the elections which may take place dur- 
ing the.fifth Congress. By the Constitution every 
House was to judge of the elections and returns 
of its-own members. It was not in the power of 
any House to prescribe rules for a succeeding one, 
for. this reason ‘the rules which governed a pre- 
ceding House were always revised by the suc- 
ceeding one: If they were to prescribe rules which 
were to be binding on future Houses, it could only 
be done by an act of the whole Legislature, which 
would certainly.be exceptionable, as it would give 
to the President and Senate a power over the rules 
for governing their proceedings, which, by -the 


was founded upon an idea that permanent rule 
could not be made for taking evidence in cases of 
contested elections. 
said thatrules could not be made to be binding any: 
longer than whilst the House existed whic 
formed them. For himself he never conceive 
this opinion to be correct. 
important that permanent regulations should b 
made on the subject in question, every one mu 


- correct. 


Constitution, they were alone the judges of. He 
thought his ideas on this subject correct; if they 
were, he doubted not the motion which he had 
made would be agreed to. 


Mr. Harper said, if the idea of the gentleman. 


last up was correct, his motion would doubtless 
be acceded to, though he did not go far enough, . 
because, in that case he should have moved to. 
have struck out the whole clause ; because, if the.. 
rules preposed were not to have a permanent 
effect, they would be perfectly nugatory. But he: 
apprehended his friend had not attended toa dis- 
tinction which he thought a plain one. 
this: the power to establish rules for the taking: 
of evidence, and that of judging of the evidence: 
after it was taken. This House could not say it 
would admit members under such and such dis- 
qualifications, but an agreement tc the mode of 
taking evidence was very different from the qual- 
ifications themselves. It was essentially necessary 
that Legislative and Judicial powers should be 
kept distinct, yet it was not thought an interfer- 
ence with the Judicial authority for the Legislature 
to direct the mode of taking evidence in certain 
cases. 
tinction. 
cause the whole Legislature directed the mode. 
of taking evidence in cases of contested election, 
that the President and Senate interfered with the: 
Constiuttional direction that every House should 
be the judge of its own rules, 
that a i 

nent nature, to which he could see no reasonable. 
objection. 
tutional for the President or Senate to interfere : 
with their rules or elections, but when they cam 
to make a law which was to operate upon. the 
whole community, their interference was neces- 
sary and proper. 
he thought they were, the proposed amendmen 
would be rejected. 


It was 


Nothing could be more clear than this dis-. 
It could not be said, therefore, that be- 


He was of opinion: 
aw was necessary, and a law of a perma= 


He allowed that it would be unconsti-. 


If these ideas were sound, an 
Mr. N.Smiru said the motion now before them 


He had frequently heard it: 


That it was highl 


admit. It became of importance, therefore, to kno 
whether it had the power of making them. Whe! 
he spoke of permanent rules he would not be w 
derstood to mean that any rules should be longer 
permanent than until the time came when the 
House of Representatives should wish to rescin 
them. 

The idea which led to the conclusion of the ge 
tleman from. Pennsylvania was this: that evel 
new Congress occasioned a new House of Rept 
sentatives; that whenever the. members we 
newly elected there was a new House of Repr 
sentatives. He did not believe this doctrine to'be 
The House of Representatives,. in’ his 
opinion, always existed; and there was no period 
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at which it could be said there was not a House | 
of Representatives in being. He never believed | 
it was broken in pieces once in two years; for | 
when the time of one set of members expired, that | 
of another set commenced ; so that it was the na- | 
ture of a corporation, which always existed. He | 
did not think there had been four Houses of Rep- | 
resentatives since the commencement of the pres- | 
ent Government, but that the whole had been one į 
uninterrupted House. He thought this was the | 
view which the Constitution gave of the subject, | 
| as it spoke of it always as a permanent body. In: 
the same way the President and Senate were 
permanent. If this were not the case, and every 
election made a new House, there was a time! 
when the Senate was only two-thirds of a Senate 
(when one-third went out of office.) This idea, 
therefore, could not be right. There was no dif- | 
ficulty, therefore, in forming permanent rules, 
since they were made to govern the House and not | 
the individual members. With respect to those 
things which each branch of Government had the 
power of doing for itself, each could establish its 
own rules; but what related to the whole Govern- 
ment must be the act of the whole. The gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania had said that each House | 
= had the power of judging of its own elections. 
l This, he apprehended, did not refer to different | 
Houses of Representatives, but to the House of | 
| Representatives and the Senate, as each House | 
- was always considered by the Constitution as a! 
© permanent body. He was, therefore, opposed to 
the amendment. 

Mr. Nicnoxas believed this was a subject in 
which they should never advance far cnough to 
come to a decision. Very long and very plausible 
arguments might be adduced on both sides of the 
question, which would produce different effects on 
those who heard them; but, he thought the ques- | 
tion before them might be acted upon, without | 
coming to a question on that point. He supposed, | 
if any case of contested election came before the! 
House, and the evidence was taken in such a way | 
‘as to ascertain the truth, they should be at liberty | 
to proceed to the examination of the case; and, | 
therefore, all that was wanting, was to call in the 
power of the General Legislature to authorize the | 
attendance of witnesses to deliver their testimony. | 
Let that testimony be taken upon established and | 
acknowledged rules, which satisfy every man’s 
mind, and it will carry conviction with it, that it 
is proper. The necessity of adopting some mode 
of this kind was evident, as it was a great griev- | 
ance that persons disputing elections had to come | 
there to learn the mode of doing it, before they 
could proceed to take evidence. Indeed, it was 
“putting the power of sending members to that 
-House in the hands of returning officers. He had 
no doubt that the Constitution gave them power’ 
to make a law on the subject; if necessary the 
necessity of the case would show the reasonable- 


H 


equisite; he thought.a rule of the House to the | 
effect he had mentioned, would cure the evil com- | 
plained of. 
Mr. Sewatt. believed, that the great difficulty | 


on the subject, arose from in the form which. it 
presented itself, which had introduced the gues- 
tion, whether that House was a perpetual body, 
or not. He must confess that he differed in opinion 
altogether from the gentleman from Connecticut, 
(Mr. N. Smrru,) that this House was a perpetual 
body. He thought the Constitution had shown, 
that though there was always a House of Repre- 
sentatives, yet, that every House had only two 
years duration; but, he believed, in determining 
the real object of this motion, there was no neces- 
sity for coming to a decision on this point. 

Mr. S. objected to the first resolution, on ac- 
count of the notice required to be given, which, in 
some cases, would prevent an undue election from 
being disputed, because the subject was not taken 
up agreeably to the direction of this rule, as to 
time; so that, whether the proposed regulation 
was to be effected by a rule or a law, he thought 
the first resolution ought to be rejected. With 
respect to the other parts of the resolutions, some 
regulations were certainly necessary, both as.to 
elections, and as to all other matters of controver- 
sy which may come before the House; because, 
if some mode were adopted for taking evidence, 
facts might be brought before the House, which 
could never otherwise come. As it respected elec- 
tions, they knew it had happened in one instance 
and might happen in many, that a person had 
held a seat in that House for a whole session, who 
was not entitled to it. He saw no difficulty in 
passsing an act prescribing the mode of taking 
affidavits to be laid before the two Houses of Con- 
gress. He should venture to move that the corm- 
mittee rise, with the intention of discharging it 
from a further consideration of the subject, and 
to propose that a committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the expediency or inexpediency of pre- 
scribing a mode for taking evidence generally, for 
the purpose of laying before Congress, 

Mr. Harper said, if the gentleman who had, 
just sat down had no other reason than that which 
he had assigned for making his motion,he thought, 
on consideration, he would not himself think it 
necessary. His whole objection to the resolu- 
tions seemed to be, to the notice required. to be 
given. Here was no intention, he said, of pre- 
eluding evidence after the time specified. The 
sole object was, that testimony taken in this way, 
and no other, should be admitted. Persons wish- 
ing to have the time extended, might still take the 
evidence in this way. If there were a doubt on 
the subject, an additional-clause might be intro- 
duced to this effect. Whether the mode he had 
proposed was the best which could be adopted, he 
could not say. If gentlemen knew-a. better, he 
wished them to propose it, and let it be consider- 
ed; but, surely, because gentlemen think some 
better mode may be devised, this: was not a suffi- 
cient reason for discharging the Committee of the 
Whole from a further consideration of the sub- 


ness of it; but he did not know that a law was | ject. 


Mr. Gorpon was in favor of: the committee's , 


rising, because he did not think the resolution 


would have any effect, if carried. He was of 
opinion with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
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(Mr. Sirereaves,) that they could not passa rule | 
to bind a future House, though he thought a law | 


might he passed to do away the inconvenience 
complained of. These inconveniences arose from 
there being no law obliging witnesses to give their 
depositions in the cases mentioned. If such a law 
were passed, all that was complained of would 
be done away. 

Mr. Harper said, if the House could not pass 
any law upon the subject to have effect, then it 
was idle to talk about it. One word upon the 
committee’s rising. Was it proper he asked, af- 
ter the present subject had been printed before the 
House two years, merely because gentlemen had 
not given themselves the trouble to look into it, 
and not because the thing is improper, but because 


they have not prepared their objections or amend- | 


ments, to have it sent toa new committee? He 


thought not. If gentlemen wished a day or two | 
fo consider the subject, he had no objection to | 


give it, but he hoped the Committee of the Whole 
would not be discharged. 
.. Mr. Sirereaves supposed that the question be- 
ing for the committee to rise, it would be improper 
to go into the merits of the subject. He rose only 
to give an additional reason why the committe 
ought to rise. If the House passed anything ei- 
ther in form of a law, or a resolution, the provi- 
sions necessary must embrace such a variety o 
detail as could not be settled in a Co 
the Whole, as they should be entered into with 
great caution and deliberation. Indeed, the mode 
-of procedure adopted on this occasion, inverted 
the usual order of things. The detail of business 
‘was always settled in select committees, and not 
‘in Committees of the Whole. 
The motion for the committee’s rising was put 
and carried; and upon leave being asked to sit 
again, it was. refused. 

Two motions were then made; one by Mr. 


Nicuouas, for referring the resolutions to a select | 


Committee; another by Mr. Sewaxt, for appoint- 
ing a committee to inquire into the expediency of 
¿passing a law regulating the taking of evidence 
generally. The former was withdrawn to make 
way for the latter, but renewed by Mr. RUTLEDGE; 
and, in order to do away some objections which 
were urged against this mode of proceeding, Mr. 
HARPER proposed to amend the motion by adding 
‘this direction to the committee viz: “to take the 
-subject matter itself under consideration, and re- 
port their opinion generally to the House.” Agreed 
to, and a committee of five members appointed. 


THOMAS CARPENTER. 


“Mr. Harps, from the committee to whom was 
referred the memorial of Thomas Carpenter, pray- 
ing for the support of the House to his“ American 

“Senator,” reported it asthe opinion of the commit- 
tee. that no encouragement could, with propriety, 
be given to the said work, and that the memorial- 
ist Faye leave to withdraw his memorial: i 

Mr: H. moved that this report bë referred to a 
Committee of the Whole; but, on the motion be- 
ing objected to as unnecessary, it was withdrawn, 
and the report was concurred in by the House. 


f | GAN, were insufficient. 
mmittee of 


POST OFFICES, &c. 


Mr. Cocuran proposed a resolution to the 
following effect : 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and what, amendments are necessary in 
the law establishing post offices and post roads.” 


Some objections were made to this motion by 
| Mr. Tuarcuer, on the ground of the law having 
so lately passed, that it could scarcely be told 
| what would be its operations; but, upon Mr, 
Cocuran’s representing that he did not wish to 
| g0 into a revision of the act generally, but merely 
; to propose the opening of some new roads in a 
| populous part of this State, the motion was agreed 
| to, forty-seven votes being in its favor. 


{ 
f 


Tuurspay, December 7. 
CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. Corr moved for the order of the day, on the 
report of the Committee of Elections, on the me- 
| morial of Robert Rutherford, which being agreed 
| to, the House resolved itself into a Committee of 
{the Whole on the subject, Mr. Dent in the 
| Chair. The report stated that the proofs which 


i had been adduced by the petitioner. in support of 
| his allegations against the election of Mr. Mor- 


On motion being made to concur, 
| Mr. Macon said he did not know whether ` 
| the petitioner was present or not. It was usual, 
| he said, to place a chair for petitioners in such 
cases, to give them an opportunity of being heard 
| in support of their memorials. If Mr. Rutherford 
| were present, he hoped the usual course would - 
| he taken. ; 
| Mr. Corr had no objection to the proposed 
| formality, though he believed the petitioner was ` 
| not present. 
Mr. Macon said, as he was informed the peti- | 
| tioner was not in the House, there was no need 
| of providing him a chair. 
| The committee rose, and the House concurred 
| in the report. 


RA MRSS BSF Rip AN ec 


AMY DARDIN. 


i Mr. T. CLAIBORNE said, that during the last 
; Winter,a report had been made by the Committee 
j of Claims, on the petition of Amy Dardin, unfa- 
| vorable to the petitioner, which, after full discus- 
| sion, had been disagreed to by the House; and on 
| the 24th of February a motion for appointing a 
| committee to bring in a bill for her relief was made 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole, but 
| for want of time had not been acted upon. He 
‘now wished to bring the matter before the House, 
‚and for that purpose moved that a committee be 
| appointed to bring in a bill for the relief of An 
1 Dardin. 2 
This motion met with opposition. It will, 
perhaps, be recollected that this, though a strong 
claim, in point of justice, is directly in the face of 
the Limitation Act. Messrs. Macon, SrrgREAvES, 
and Harper, wished the matter to go again to the 
Committee of Claims, as many members now i 
| the House were unacquainted with the merits of 
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the claim; and the latter gentleman, because he 
thought the House had been surprised into a de- 
cision, contrary to fifty other determinations on 
similar questions, which ought now to be reversed. 


Mr. CLAIBORNE opposed this course, and trusted 
the House would again be influenced by the jus- 
tice of the claim, to act as they had heretofore 
done, by passing a bill for the relief of the peti- 
tioner. 


Mr. GauLatin thought it would be best to com- 
mit the business to the same Committee of the 
Whole to which they had yesterday. referred a 
report of the Committee of Claims on the subject 
of excepting a certain description of claims from 
the operation of that act. 

The business was, however, closed by Mr. 
Cuaiporne’s withdrawing his motion for the 
present. 


JOSHUA ASHBRIDGE. 


Mr. Sirereaves presented the petition‘of Israel 
Jones, in behalf of Joshua Ashbridge, praying for 
‘a settlement for supplies furnished the United 
States during the war. Mr. S. said, though this 
claim appeared to be barred by the Statute of 
Limitation, yet there was a circumstance attend- 
ing it which he supposed would Operate in its 
favor. Application is made in due season for 
settlement, but it is prevented by the want of 
certain formalities. Referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 


DEFERRED DEBT. 


: Mr. Nicnonas called up for decision the reso- 
lution which he lately laid on the table, directing 
the Committee of Ways and Means to report a 
plan for raising a sufficient revenue to meet the 
Deferred Debt, which becomes payable in the 
‘year 1801. 

The resolution was put and carried—43 to 24. 


Mr. Lyon said, as this resolution had been 
agreed to, he would propose another in some 
respect connected with it. It appeared to him 
_Proper, at the time they were directing the Com- 
“mittee of Ways and Means to report a plan for 
Taising revenue, to turn their attention to retrench- 
“Ing unnecessary expenses. He therefore pro- 
posed the following motion for the adoption of 
the House: 

‘< Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and, if any, what 
etrenchments may, with propriety, be made in the 
ublic expenditure.” 

Mr. Witutams thought the best way of dis- 
“posing of all such resolutions as the present, was 
to refer them to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, where they might receive 
full discussion. He meant to have made this 
bservation before the last motion passed. He 
as by no means opposed to the resolution, but 
as of opinion this would’ be the best reference it: 
ould have. He suggested the propriety of the 
esolution lying-upon the table till to-morrow. 


ANTONIA CARMICHAEL, 


Mr. Harper called for the order of the day on 
the bill which had been reported for the relief of 
Mrs. Carmichael, which being agreed to, the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the subject, Mr. Dent in the Chair; 
when, the bill having been read, 

Mr. ALLEN moved to introduce a clause for the 
allowance of interest upon the sum proposed to 
be granted to the widow, from the time at which 
the application was made to Government for 
payment, on the ground of the heirs of Mr. Car- 
michael having been obliged to mortgage his 
estates to their full value, for the want of the 
money which was now allowed to be justly their 
due; it was only reasonable, therefore, he said, 
that they should receive an interest equal to that 
which they had been obliged to pay. . 

This motion was supported by Messrs. HARPER; 
S. SMITH, SEWALL, and Rut.ever, and opposed 
by Messrs. Varnum, J. WiLLias, Gordon, Corr, 
and Epmonp, on the ground of its being unpre- 
cedented; as it might lead to applications. from 
persons who had already been differently dealt 
with; that the claim not being a legal, but an 
equitable claim, and somewhat of a doubtful na- 
ture in the minds of some gentlemen, the peti- 
tioner ought to be satisfied with receiving: the 
sum proposed to be allowed, particularly since it 
was not by any means certain that so large'a 
sum had been expended by her late husband, in 
his capacity as Chargé des Affaires, and when 
it was recollected how many just and. legal 
claims of our own citizens 
doned. Mr. Wiuttams touched at the necessity 
there was of curtailing the expenses of our ‘di- 
plomatic department; and it was suggested. by 
Mr. Gorpon. that if the House were toset up'a 
precedent of this kind, it might give encourage- 
ment to persons who had claims upon Govern- 
ment, of a doubtful nature, to hold: them back 
(knowing, if they were allowed at all; they should 
have an interest allowed also upon theirdemand,) 
until a convenient time should present itself, at 
which, perhaps, it might not be possible to bring 
forward the objections which might have: been 
produced at an earlier period. PEs) Dene es 

This debate continued for some time, when Mr. 
Macon objected to the bill as not being-conform- 
able to the instructions given to the committee 
who brought it in. The resolution: of the Howse 
authorized the officers of the Treasury to settle 
the account. If the bill, he said, had been: thus 
draughted, and Mr. FRANKLIN, Mr. Laurens, and 
others, had been allowed interest, the Treasury De- 
partment would also have allowed it in this case. 
It was not usual for that House to settle accounts, 
but to authorize the. proper department. to do. it. 
He therefore moved for the committee to- rise. 
This opinion and motion were supported by 
Messrs. Corr, EDMOND; VENABLE, and Mat- 
THEWS; and were opposed by Messrs, GALLATIN, 
HARPER, and Craik. Mr. G. maintained that the 
bill, though not strictly ‘conformable tò the letter, 


‘was agreeable to the spirit of the resolution of the 


House; that this case’ differed from those where 


were every dayaban- > 


691 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


692 


Hor R] 


Retrenchment—Mint, &c. 


[DecemBER, 1797. 


the precise sum due could be ascertained at the 
Treasury ; here there was a discretion to be exer- 
cised, as to the amount of the sum to be allowed, 
and he thought it better to be exercised by the 
House, than the officers of the Treasury. 


Mr. Crarx believed, if no express sum was} 


agreed upon, no relief would be granted, as the 
account could not, in that case, be adjusted by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury. 

The motion for the committee to rise, in order 
to have the bill recommitted, was at length put 
and carried—43 to 38. Leave was refused to sit 
again, and the bill was recommitted to the com- 
mittee who reported it. 

A communication was received from the Treas- 
ury Department, containing an account of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures at the Treasury, for the 
‘quarter ending the 30th of June and the 30th of 
September ; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Harper moved that this communication be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means; 
but this reference being stated to be unusual, as 
the subject was before the Committee of Ways 
and Means, he withdrew the motion. 


Fripay, December 8. 
RETRENCHMENT. 


‘Mr. Tuarcusr observed that, yesterday. there 
had ‘been a resolution laid upon the table by the 
gentleman from Vermont (Mr. Lyon) which he 
thought ought to be disposed of. It proposed a 
retrenchment of the unnecessary expenses of Gov- 
ernment. Mr. T. said, he had observed that a res- 
olution of this kind was always brought forward 
in' the session preceding an election. He did not 
wish, however, that the proposition should lie 
longer on the table. If it were true that the ex- 
penses of Government were excessive, they ought 
immediately to set about retrenching them; and 
if it were not true, the sooner they told the people 
sö, by rejecting the motion, the better. 

`The question for agreeing to the resolution was 
put and negatived—33 to 30. 

Just as the Speaker was counting the votes, 
Mr. Lyon entered, and said, had he been present 
when. the question was put, he should have called 
the yeas and nays upon it. 


WINE AND SPIRIT LICENSES. 


Mr. Corr moved a resolution to the following 
effect: 


-Resotved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and, if any, what 
alterations are proper to be made in the act for laying a 
tax upon licenses for retailing wine and spirits, and 
that they report by bill or otherwise. S 

Mr: Corr said that, as the law stood at present, 
licenses were taken for a year from the time at 
which they were granted, be that time when it 
might,so that they were constantly becoming due. 
He wished to have this. inconvenience remedied, 


by putting the law upon the same footing with. 


the carriage tax, the licenses- under which all: be- 


table. ° 


came due at one time; as, when a license was ta- 
ken, it was taken so as to fall due at the time fixed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE MINT. 


Mr. WiLuiaMs said, he found in the report of 
the Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
ness, the report of a select committee on a letter 
from the Secretary of State, enclosing a report of 
the Director of the Mint, suggesting the expedi- 
ency of some alteration in its establishment, to ren- 
der it less expensive to the public ; and as he wish- 
ed to render that establishment less expensive, he 
moved that the letter and report be referred to a 
Committee of the whole House. Agreed to, for 
Wednesday. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. Harper said, that the committee to whom 
it was referred to report a bill for establishing a 
uniform system of bankruptcy, conceiving this 
subject so be of such general concern, embracing 
so great a variety of interests, and a question in 
which the mercantile affairs of the community 
were so deeply involved, that they had wished 
him to request an augmentation of the committee, 

The motion was agreed to, and eleven members 
were added to the committee, comprising a mem- 
ber from each State. 

No business being before the House, it adjourn- 
ed till Monday. 


Monpay, December 11. 


Two other members, to wit: James GILLESPIE 
and JosepH McDows it, from the State of North 
Carolina, appeared and took their seats. 

The SPEAKER announced a communication 
from the Treasury Department, which he deliver- 
ed to the Clerk to be read. It contained a report 
and estimate of the appropriations which will be 
necessary for the service of the year 1798, and 
also an account of the receipts and expenditures of 
the year preceding the Ist of October, 1797. Or- 
dered to be printed, aud referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, reported the laws which 
will expire before the next meeting of Congress. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole. 

The Speaker communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the memorial of Ro- 
bert Hazlehurst and others, merchants of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, complaining of the operation 
of the act directing all goods and wares imported 
from abroad to be weighed and gauged by an 
officer of the custom-house, stating that this direc- 
tion injured the private property of individuals 
who had heretofore had this privilege. The Se- 
cretary recommended that no law should be pass- 
ed on the subject, but that the matter in dispute be- 
tween the-custom-house and individuals should be 
brought to a legal decision. Ordered to lie on the 


ee STAMP DUTIES. z 
“Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 


693 


694 


DECEMBER, 1797.] 


[Hor Re. 


Means, reported that that committee had taken 
into consideration the resolution of the House re- 
specting the stamp act, and had directed him to 
report in part. The report states that, as the Se- 
eretary of the Treasury had found it impossible 
to provide the necessary machinery, dies, &c., for 
carrying the act into effect at the time proposed, 
(the 1st of January next,) he had omitted to give 
the notice which was directed to be given in each 
State three months previous to its taking place; 
that, finding it will not be safe to fix the period at 
which the duty shall take place earlier than the 
ist of July next, they recommend a law to be 
passed to that effect, They mention that some 
other alterations had been suggested as necessary, 
but they thought it best to leave these for future 
consideration, as it would be proper to pass this 
act as soon as possible. The report was read a 
second time, and referred to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 


FOREIGN SILVER COIN. 


Mr. VENABLE, from the committee to whom it 
was referred, to inquire whether any, and what, 
alterations were necessary in the law respecting 
silver coin, reported it as their opinion that a law 
should be passed authorizing and requiring col- 
lectors of revenue to receive foreign silver coin, 
other than Spanish dollars and parts thereof, at 
the rates at which they were received before the 
15th day of October last, for two years, and from 
thence to the end of the next session of Congress ; 
and to suspend so much of the act as relates to fo- 
reign gold coin for the like time. 

_On motion to agree to the report, (as it was said 
to be in consonance with a circular letter which 
had been sent to the collectors from the Treasury 
Department,) it was moved to be postponed, by 
Mr. Srrareaves, to Wednesday. Agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF COMMERCE, &c. 


Mr. SewaLL, from the committee to whom was 
referred that part ot the Speech of the President of 
the United States which’ related to the measures 
necessary to be taken for the protection of com- 
merce and the defence of the country, stated that 
that committee had requested him to ask the same 
leave for them to report by bill or otherwise, which 
had been given to all the other committees ap- 
pointed at the same time. 

Mr. Nicuoxas thought the nature of this reso- 
lution fully justified the deviation which had been 
observed in the forming of the resolution appoint- 
ing this committee. It appeared to him better to 
have the subject in the form of a report than a bill, 
in order that it might receive full discussion. 

Mr. SewaLL said, it was not possible that the 
committee could bring forward any thing upon 
which the House would not have full power to 
act; and if they were allowed to report by bill, it 
would considerably lessen their labor, which was 
the principal object of the motion. Í 

Mr. NicnoLas was not desirous of imposing un- 

n difficulty or trouble upon any com- 
“mittee; but if the business was so important, it 
was an additional argument for the House not 


only to examine the subject, but the details. It 
was the practice of the House to have all import-: 
ant business first in the form ofa report, which gave 
time for discussion and reflection, and he thought 
an innovation upon the usual order of proceeding 
in this respect might havea bad effect. He wish- 
ed, before any project should be brought before 
them in a bill, they might discuss its principles. 
Mr. Pinckney said, the leave now asked was no 
more than had been allowed to all the other com- 
mittees to take into consideration parts of the Pre- 
sident’s Speech. He thought, if a bill was report- 
ed, every opportunity would be given to obtain in- 
formation on the subject, as sufficient time might 
be allowed between the several readings, and they 
could better explain the nature of the regulations 
with respect to the duty of collectors at the sev- 
eral ports by a bill than by a report. He hoped, 
therefore, as much trouble would be saved by this 
mode of procedure, that the request of the commit- 
tee would be complied with. : 
Mr. HARPER, said, the reason why the form of 
this resolution differed from the other was, because 
it was of a very extensive nature, no less than. to 
take into consideration the measures proper to be 
taken for the protection of our commerce and the 
defence of our country, which was supposed would. 
require previous elucidation by a report, before : 
specific measures were brought forward in the form 
of a bill. He had, however, no objections to com-. 
ply with the request of the committee, as he be-. 
lieved they might be safely trusted with the -dis~ 
cretion required. Indeed, it was not contemplated, 
he believed, when the committee was appointed, 
that any thing respecting collectors or collecting 
of duties, would have come within its putview 5, 
but as they had thought otherwise, he hoped the: 
liberty they asked would be granted.. 
Mr. S. Sarru said, nothing had been sai 
collecting duties, but of the duty of collectors wi 
respect to the law of 1794. S 
Mr. GaLLaTin would be glad to have further in- 
formation on this subject. He wished to know 
whether what was meant to be brought forward 
respecting the conduct of collectors was mere mat- 
ter of detail, or whether it involved any new prin- 
ciple; ifit were the former, he should not object: 
to the mode proposed; but if not, he should be 
against deviating from the usual mode of pro- 
cedure. 
Mr. Sewa t said, the purpose which the com- 
mittee had in view was to determine the question: 
respecting the arming of merchant vessels. Be 
fore the last meeting of Congress, it would. be re- 
collected that the President of the United States 
had issued orders to prevent the arming of mèr- 
chant vessels, except.in certain cases. The com- 
mittee were doubtful whether there existed any 
authority in the President. to. issue those orders, 
the execution of which had. been opposed in vari- 
ous parts of the United States. This subject had 
been under the consideration of the committee, 
and they thought it more. expedient to report: in 
detail the regulations. necessary, in the form of. a- 
bill, than to report in any- other form, If the: 
House wished the business to be done otherwise, 
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they woald, of course, refuse a compliance with 
the request. 

Mr. Venase said, from the statements which 
had been made it appeared that the committee 
had had two subjects under consideration, one of 
which had been referred to them, and the other 
not, as if they wished to blend them together, and 
to bring in a bill at their discretion. The com- 
mittee was appointed to report what means would 
be the best to be taken for the protection of our 
commerce; but the subject which they had brought 
before the House was, whether the revenue offi- 
cers of the United States had performed their duty 
in respect to an existing law; which was a dis- 
tinct thing, and entirely out of the reference which 
had been made to them. If the revenue officers 
had acted improperly, it was a subject necessary 
to. be inquired into, on information being received 
through a proper channel. The attention of the 
committee ought to be confined to the business 
referred to them, and they should report accord- 
ingly. He was opposed to the motion, since it 
was wholly contrary to the practice of the House 
to go into details before they had settled the prin- 
ciple upon which they were about to act. 

Mr. GALLATIN believed, when this committee 
was appointed, it was not intended that it should 
have the power of reporting by bill. The busi- 
ness of the other six committees appointed at the 
same time, and to whom this power was given, 
were wholly different from this. [He read the 
different resolutions.] The principle of the ob- 
jects upon which these committees were appointed 
to-act had already been more or less settled in the 
House; but what was the business of this com- 
mittee? It was no less than to report the mea- 
sures proper to be taken for the protection of our 
commerce and the defence of our country. The 
President, in his Speech, had spoken at large on 
these subjects. [Mr. GALLATIN read an extract 
from the Address of the President.] This refer- 
ence, -he said, embraced all the objects which had 
engaged the attention of Congress during their 
extraordinary session; it did not only include 
arming of vessels, but also the raising of armies, 
building of a navy, erecting of arsenals, &c.; that 
so far from giving this committee further power, 
he thought the power already given them was 
too great, and that the subject should first have 
been discussed in a Committee of the Whole on 
the'state of the Union. When principles of this 
importance were -to be established, the business 
should be settled in the House. He should, there- 
fore, be wholly opposed to granting the liberty 
required. - 
` Mr. RuTLeDae did not think the committee had 
exceeded their powers in taking this subject un- 
der ‘their ‘consideration. They had nothing to 
do with the “revenue officers; they would, of 
course, show that the provisions already made 
respecting the arming of merchant vessels had 
proved inadequate. Orders, it was well known, 
had ‘been issued. by the President of the United 
States to. prevent the arming of vessels; but, in 
many instances, these orders had been protested 
against. The President had said merchants should 


not arm their vessels; the merchants had said the 
President had no authority to forbid them. He 
thought this business should be looked into and’ 
adjusted, and he did not see upon what ground © 
gentlemen could charge the committee with bring- 
ing forward projects. [Mr. Nicuowas here inter- 
rupted Mr. R., and said he had no particular 
meaning in using the word project.] Mr. R. said 
if there were any project in hand he was unae- 
quainted with it. He had not been in the House 
long enough to know whether the practice of re- 
porting by bill was novel; but he believed it 
was not. ` : 
Mr. Sirareaves said, the intent of the appoint- 
ment of select committees was, that they should 
produce facts and lay them before the House in a 
collected view; they might properly be called the 
pioneers of discussion. The best mode of doing’ 
this, committees themselves must be the best“ 
judges of. Some subjects would be best presented 
in the abstract; others would require to be de- 
tailed. Suppose two cases, said he, before a com- 
mittee—the one a proposition for private, the 
other for public arming. If the committee should’ 
propose the building of more vessels at the public 
expense, this would be unconnected with any d 
tail; it would be a single question, and would rež 
quire no light from the committee; but, if th 
subject was a private armament, a plan would 
quire to be detailed before a judgment could bé 
given upon it, as it would be proper to be permit 
ted or restricted according to circumstances. T 
committee, said he, on this account, ask to hav 
the power to present the present business in such 
a view as to give the House the best means of de 
termining on their proposition. The request oug 
therefore, to be complied with, since they are t 
best judges of the proper mode of presenting t 
subject, as they alone ure fully possessed of t 
facts respecting it. 
Mr. N. Smiru was surprised that any gent 
man should be opposed to giving the committ 
leave to report by bill; because, in doing th 
they would not possibly do any harm, though 
they might give themselves unnecessary troub 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GALi; 
TIN] seemed to think the principle could not’! 
discussed when the subject was in the form of 
bill; but this was not the case. It was true th 
the principle of a question was frequently dete 
mined before a bill was brought in; but it mig 
just as well be done afterwards, and if the pri 
ciple were objected to, the committee would, 
course, have lost their labor. He thought whi 
a committee were willing to risk this trouble, 
House could have no reasonable objection to: 
It might be, as had been represented by the gë 
tleman last up, that the principle of a subject cou 
not be judged of without the detail; when a c 
mittee foresaw this it was certainly their duty:to 
report in detail. 
Mr. Tuatcuer did not understand the grou 
upon which this motion was opposed. Ttw 
certainly no new practice. The plan for establ 
ing a new militia system had been reported’ 
bill as an illustration of the report, He-hoped the 
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committee would be allowed to report their detail 
in a bill. 

Mr. J. WituiaMs was opposed to a report by 
pill. The powers granted to this committee, he 
said. were very extensive. He wished to see the 
principle reported, which would be discussed and 
adopted, and a bill ordered to be brought in or re- 
jected, as was thought proper. The Committee of 
Ways and Means had the subject of revenue gene- 
rally referred to them; they gave their opinion, 
from time to time, as to the best mode of raising 
revenue, but they had no general power given 
them to report by bill. He hoped the same course 
would be observed by this committee. 

Mr. Nicnoxas (having obtained leave to rise 
the third time) said this question was important, 
not only as it related to the business before the 
House, but with respect to their general proceed- 
ings. The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 


Tuatcuer) had spoke of a bill accompanying a | 


report, in the case of the militia system, as an illus- 
tration of it. If this would satisfy the committee, 
they could do this in the present case. He was 
surprised that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Srrereaves) should not consider this as an 
abstract question. At the last session it had been 
considered as an abstract question, and rejected. 
And could any gentleman say, that at this time 
when our connexion with the world is much 
e than it was six months ago, this question 
ought not to be considered abstractedly? What, 
said he, should we have thought of the committee, 
if they had asked for leave to bring in a bill to 
build ships of the line; to erect fortifications; to 
raise armies, &c.? Would these propositions have 
been considered as mere matters of form? On the 
contrary, would not the House have revolted at 
such a proceeding? They certainly would. They 
would have thought it proper, first, to have in- 
quired whether our means were adequate to effect 
these schemes. Yet they were, all at once, asked 
for this power, by the present proposition. In the 
last session, the House proceeded very differently, 
A resolution was laid upon the table, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole, and there 
fully discussed, and solemnly rejected; but they 
were now inclined to treat the business with more 
levity. He trusted, however, the House would 
not consent to this mode of proceeding. 

Mr. Orrts said the present motion was opposed 
on account of its novelty, though he believed the 
novelty would more properly attach to the oppo- 
sition. He believed there never had been an in- 
stance, whether the subject was of great import- 
ance, $ otherwise, in which, when a request like 


the present had been made that it had been re- | 


fused. Was it then right, because such a proposi- 
tion was made, to. speak of the movers of it, as if 
they were about to propose the building of a naval 
force, or the ranging of armies in battle array ? 


= He thought not, and insisted upon the propriety of 


the proposed privilege being allowed, which he 
believed, so far from being used improperly, would 
be the means of keeping out of view the abstract 
question of arming, which was not necessary at 
“present to be:touched. . 


| Mr. Isaac Parker was in favor of granting 
i the leave asked for, as it appeared to him to have 
| been the practice of the House. 
| Mr. Varnum insisted upon it that it had never 
| been the practice of the House to take up great 
national questions, until the principle had been 
decided upon in Committee of the Whole. It 
had been said, that leave had never been refused 
in a similar case, but he believed that it had never 
been asked. It was well known there was a great 
difference of opinion in the House on the subject 
of arming. The President had again recom- 
mended to them all the measures with respect to 
that business that he had before suggested, and 
| they were about to give the power to a commit- 
tee to report bills upon all of them. It had been 
said by a gentleman before him that the President 
had done wrong in forbidding the arming `of 
| vessels. 
Mr. Rurvence denied having so expressed him- 
self ; he had said that the merchants had said so. 
Mr. Varnum observed it was insinuated. that 
the President had been wrong in issuing the or- 
der; and if a bill was brought in on the subject, 
he supposed the conduct of the President would 
be impeached by it. He trusted, therefore, that 
La business would not originate in the form of a 
ill. 5 
Mr. Dana was ready to give the gentleman last 
up due credit for his solicitude with respect to the 
President of the United States; but he could, not 
be ignorant that the law was doubtful as to-its 
construction, and it was proper that this. doubt 
[apie be removed; and would it, he asked, be 


any imputation on the conduct of the President 
j to pass a law to say what was the true construc- 
tion of the former law? Certainly not. Mr..D. 
referred to what had fallen from Mr. Nicno.as in 
| objection to the business being introduced by a 
| bill. There was no doubt, but, if that were the 
case, that gentleman’s ingenuity could introduee 
| something to produce a discussion of sufficient 
| length, as it would be recollected, that he had fur- 
nished a debate of three weeks, by a single propo- 
sition to amend an answer to the President’s Ad- 
dress at the last session. He was confident, that 
| as the committee had asked for leave to report by 
| pill, it ought to be allowed, and denied that the 
present was an abstract question. 
Mr. GALLATIN allowed that it had not been the 
practice of the House to grant the power to.report 
ie bill when it was asked; but he knew .of no 
| instance where a committee, appointed. for general 
| purposes, had asked this leave. They had several - 
standing committees; but they never came for- 
ward at the beginning of a session to ask leave to 
report by bill. He had already. said, that he 
thought this committee improper,and he repeated, 
| that at no time did he recollect-business‘of so im- 
portant and general a nature being referred toa 
select committee. The proper reference would 
have been to the Committee of. the Whole onthe 
state of the Union. . As this committee had been 
appointed, he should not. now, however, move to 
-have it discharged. -If it were wished to report a 
bill on the specific subject mentioned; if the mo- 
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:tion was so expressed, he should not object to it. 
In regard to the general proposition, he did not 
wish to see it at present discussed. He believed 
‘the fate of the present negotiation must decide the 
opinion of the House on this subject. If it ter- 
minated as they all hoped, the subject of arming 
would naturally drop; but if not, and the depre- 
dations on our commerce were continued, there 
would be no difference of opinion about arming 
our merchant vessels, at least, if not of going fur- 
ther. He wished, therefore, that this subject might 
not at present come under discussion. 

Mr. THATCHER again spoke at considerable 
length in favor of the motion. 

Mr. FinpLey was opposed to this mode of pro- 
ceeding. It was cutting off a part of their delibe- 
‘rations on important matters, and he should be 
sorry to see the ordinary mode of doing business 
in this respeet changed. 

Mr. New called for the yeas and nays. Agreed to. 

Mr.S. Smrru was certain, that if the commit- 
-tee had foreseen that this motion could have pro- 
duced so long a debate, it would not have been 
made. They thought it the best way of bringing 
the business before the House. He was indiffer- 
ent as to which way it was done. Before the last 
‘session, the President had issued orders to prevent 
the sailing of any armed vessels, except to the 
East Indies. Congress took up the subject, and it 
seemed to be admitted, on all sides, that there was 
a natural right of defence in merchants to prevent 
their vessels being taken. The subject of the 
‘President’s order was taken into consideration; 
and-he believed it was generally allowed that the 
President was not authorized by law to issue this 
order: This being the general opinion, it was 
conceived by merchants that they might, as here- 
tofore, arm their vessels in their own defence. 
Some ships, however, in attempting to clear out, 
‘were stopped by the collectors. A new order was 
issued by the President, which gave a further pri- 
vilege of arming vessels to the coast of Africa. 
Injurious consequences had arisen from this. He 
knew.a vessel which sailed from the United States 
to: the ‘coast of Africa, armed, for gold dust and 
ivory, which was attacked by a British armed ves- 
sél; but, instead.of being taken, she took the Bri- 
tish vessel. The consequence was, the captain 
was prosecuted for piracy and thrown into jail. 
This, Mr. S, said, was a breach of neutrality 
which called fora law to prevent it. The com- 
mittee thought they could effect the business in 
the best manner by a bill, and therefore asked 
leave to ‘bring it in. .Mr. S. was of opinion, that 
merchants had a right to arm their vessels, and he 
thought ‘this. right was countenanced by the act 
for prohibiting’ the exportation of arms, as arms 
on board of merchant- vessels, for the purposes of 
defence, were excepted from the operation of the 
act. 3 
~ Mr. VENABLE had no objection to.allow a bill 
to`be brought in upon a particular subject; but 
could not agree:to the leave being ‘general. 

Mr. Sirerraves, Mr. Garuatin, Mr. Oris, and 
Mr. Varnum, each: made.a few. observations as to 


this mode of proceeding. 


Mr. Pinckney said, much had been observed as 
to precedent. He did not know what had been 
the practice, but he believed it was within the 
power of the House to agree to the motion, which 
he thought desirable. He took notice of and an- 
swered the objections to this mode of acting. By 
bringing in a bill, they should prevent the abstract 
question from being agitated. In general, he 
thought, the House should avoid abstract ques- 
tions, as many errors arose from this mode of act- 
ing. Besides, if the question was reported. ab- 
stractedly, it might not be clearly understood, and 
in consequence rejected. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had said, he wished the question of 
arming to be kept out of sight at present, lest it 
might have an effect upon our negotiations with 
France. He was as anxious as any man that these 
should succeed ; but he feared that their not agi- 
tating this question at this time, might have a 
greater effect to hinder the success of the negotia- 
tion than anything else. 

It was aeaeaiiy understood, and it was his 
opinion, that every citizen had a right to arm his 
vessels for self-defence ; but not to make depreda- 
tions upon the vessels of foreign Powers. If. mer- 
chants arm their vessels, therefore, and commit the 
excesses which have been mentioned, they may 
have a greater effect upon the negotiation than any 
regulation which they might enter into. 

Mr. Sewatu (having obtained leave) said, he 
rose rather to explain his proposition, than to sup- 
port it. It had been so changed, and had sucha 
formidable appearance given to it, that he scarcely 
knew it for own. It had been called a propo- 
sition which might commit the peace of the na- 
tion, though it only asked leave to report a bill, 
He did not consider all the objections wbich had 
been urged against the proposition, as originating 
in a distrust of the committee; it would grieve 
him to think so ; but from what gentlemen believ- 
ed to be the intention of the committee. It was 
said they meant to report a bill to provide an ex- 
traordinary army, to build vessels of war, &e. But 
was it not evident, he said, that the gentlemen who 
opposed this motion, were the same who opposed 
every defensive measure on a former occasion ? 
He doubted not it was. Gentlemen who wished 
to defeat the proposition, said it proposed hostile 
preparations, whilst those who supported it, believ- 
ed it to relate to mere domestic regulation. The 
bill the committee wished to introduce was neither 
a power to arm, nor a restriction from arming; 
something between both—something which affects 
the power of custom-house officers, Surely, then, 
it was not deserving of all the harsh epithet given 
to it. The reason for wishing to bring in a bill,- 
Mr. S. again repeated, was the difficulty which 
the committee found in reporting satisfactorily in 
any other way. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays as 
follow—45 to45; the SpeaKer voting in the affirm- 
ative, the question was carried: i 

Yeas—Jonathan Dayton, (Speaker,) John Allen, 
George Baer, jun., Bailey Bartlett, David Brooks, Bte- 
phen Bullock, Christopher G. Champlin, Jas. Cochran, 
Wm. Craik, S. W. Dana, John Dennis, Wim. Edmond, © 
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Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William 
Gordon, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, William Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hos- 
mer, James H. Imlay, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, 
William Matthews, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, 
Harrison G. Otis, Isaac Parker, Josiah Parker, Thomas 
Pinckney, John Reed, John Rutledge, junior, James 
Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Samuel 
Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel Smith, Gcorge 
Thatcher, Thomas Tillinghast, John E. Van Alen, and 
Peleg Wadsworth. 

Nays---Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thos. Blount, 
Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, John 
Chapman, Thomas Claiborne, William Charles Cole 
Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Joshua Coit, 
Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Lucas 
Elmendorph, William Findley, Albert Gallatin, James 
Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan 
N. Havens, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, Walter 
Jones, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel 
Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Tompson J. Skinner, William 
Smith, Richard Sprigg, jun., Richard Stanford, Thomas 
Sumter, Mark Tompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham 
Venable, John Williams, and Robert Williams. 


The House then*adjourned. 


Turspay, December 12. 


Mr. Sueparp presented the petition of Giles 
Wolcott, late a captain in the army, praying for 
recompense for losses sustained in the service. 

Mr. Lyon moved to have this petition referred 
to a select committee, as he found the Committee 
of Claims were determined to reject every claim, 
however just, if barred by the act of limitation ; 
and as he knew, though this claim was barred. 
that the petitioner was deservedly entitled to com- 
‘pensation. 

This motion not being seconded, Mr. SHEPARD 
moved to have the petition referred to the Com- 
Agreed to. 


STAMP DUTIES. 


Mr. Harrer called for the order of the day, on 
the bill for postponing the commencement of the 
act for laying a stamp duty; which being agreed 
to, the House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on this bill, Mr. Denr in the Chair. 

The bill having been read, 

_ Mr. Lyon moved to expunge the word “June” 
and insert “ January;” but, on the CHAIRMAN in- 
forming him it would not be in order, he changed 
his motion to the inserting of the 31st of Decem- 
ber, 1798, instead of the 30th of June, 1798. 

Mr, Wiutiams believed the necessity of a post- 


- ponement of the commencement of this act was 


occasioned by the sickness which had lately 
afflicted this city, as that rendered it impossible to 
get the necessary preparations for carrying it into 


-effect executed. The object which he supposed 
“the gentleman hadin view, would be better attain- 
ed if he deferred it until the bill was introduced for 
making the alterations whieh bad been suggested 
o as necessary. A resolution had ‘been sent to the 


Committee of Ways and Means, directing them to 
report a plan for raising a sufficient revenue to 
meet the demands which would be made upon 
Government in the year 1801. If this plan should 
include a land tax, he should wish that the stamp 
duty might not take place, as he voted for it only 
on the ground of its preventing the necessity of a 
land tax; but until this was ascertained, he should 
be in favor of the stamp tax. i 

(The. Cuainman reminded Mr. W. that the 
question was not whether the stamp act should 
be repealed, but whether its operation should be 
suspended for a limited time.] 

Mr. W. said, if the amendment proposed were 
agreed to, he should consider it in thesame light 
as a repeal of the law. f 

Mr. Brooks said, the sole object of the bill be- 
fore them was, to give time to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to prepare the necessary stamped paper 
before the act took effect. What were the views 
of the gentleman who. proposed the amendment 
he could not say. Perhaps he would himself ex- - 
plain why he wished the act to be suspended fora 
year, which was nearly one-fourth of its whole 
duration, and would, of course, sacrifice nearly 
that proportion of the revenue expected from it. 

Mr. Lyon said, one reason with him was, he 
had his doubts whether the time proposed for the 
suspension, would be sufficient for Government to 
make the necessary preparations. Thetime which 
had been given was said to be too short ; he wish- 
ed now to give time enough. The late sickness. 
in this city was alleged as an apology: for not hav- 
ing the necessary preparations in readiness..: He. 
thought this a poor excuse; because, if the people 
of this city were sick, the whole country was not 
so. He had another reason: for his motion. He 
wished the people to have time to get ready to ‘re-. 
ceive a stamp tax. It was a tax every where odi- 
ous to the people of the United. States, and abso-. 
lute necessity could only reconcile it to them... 

The question upon agreeing to this amendment 
was put and negatived, Mr. Lyon only rising ‘in 
favor of it. ; 

Mr. Corr then moved to strike out, as unneces- 
ry, the second section of the bill, which had a ref- 
erence to the time for which the law should have 
existence. nee 

Mr. Harper wished the section not tobe struck: 
out, but amended. The object was to prevent the 
six months which would be lost .by the suspension 
from being deducted from the existence of the act.. 

Mr. Macon thought the whole bill might haye 
been comprised in a few words, as in former acts 
of suspension, by saying that the operation ofsuch 
an act is suspended till such a. time. foe 

The motion for striking out was. put, and eart- 
ried ;.the committee rose, the. House-took up-and 
agreed ‘to the amendment, and the bill was order- 
ed to be engrossed for a third reading.to-morrow. 


SAMUEL ABBOT. 


Mr. Macon moved that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged. from the further considera- 
tion of the report of the Committee of Claims on 
the petitions of Samuel Abbot, and others. The 
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Committee of Claims had recommended that pro- 
vision by law should be made for the relief of 
these petitioners, whose claims are for arrears of 
pay, &c., due for services during the war, whose 
accounts were liquidated, and certificates granted; 
but they allege that they never received them, by 
reason of the default of the agents of the regi- 
ments to which they belonged. The committee 
adds, that great caution on the part of the officers 
of the Treasury will be necessary to prevent abuses. 
Mr. M. wished, therefore, that this report might be 
again recommitted, in order that the Committee of 
Claims might say what the checks were which 
would prevent imposition, as he could not see any 
that would be effectual. 

Messrs. D. Foster and Sueparp were opposed 
to the motion, and thought the House ought to 
interfere in behalf of the petitioners to do them 
justice, and that it would be doing nothing to re- 
commit the report, until the House had decided 
whether they would or would not agree to this 
principle. 

The-motion for discharging the Committee of 
the. Whole was put and negatived. 


ACTS OF LIMITATION. 


Mr. Gaxiatin called for the order of the day 
on the report of the Committee of Claims, to 
whom it was referred to inquire into and report 
on the expediency or inexpediency of designating 
certain claims against the United States to be ex- 
cepted from the operation of the acts of limitation ; 
‘which being agreed to, the House accordingly re- 
‘solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the subject, Mr. Denr in the Chair. The report 
“was read, as follows: 

The Committee of Claims, who were ‘instructed to 

` inquire into, and report on, the expediency or inexpe- 
diency of designating certain claims against the United 
States, to be excepted from the operation of the ats of 
limitation,” report: 

.That, in obedience to the orders of the House, they 
have made all the inquiries which to them appear neces 
sary; that they bave attentively and deliberately consid- 
ered the: subject referred to them, and are of opinion that 
it would not be expedient to designate any species of 
claims against the United States, which are now affected 
by the acts of limitation, to be excepted from the opera- 
tion of those acts. 

In considering this subject, a review of the situation of 
the United States, as respected their finanees, during the 
period when most of the demands originated, was requi- 
site. | It was also necessary to ascertain what measures 
had been adopted by Congress, both under the old and 
under the present Government, to bring all the demands 
against the States toa liquidation and settlement. 

It will be recollected, that, at the commencement of 
the war, the United States were destitute of money; and, 
during a long petiod of years afterwards, were obliged to 

„rely principally on credit, for carrying on all their impor- 
tant operations, ` 

Having, at that time, no settled National Govern- 
ment, -a regular systim for conducting public business, 
especially money transactions, depending on credit, was 
not to be-expected. _ ” 

Great numbers of individuals were necessarily invested 
- with the powers:of binding the public by their contracts. 


Almost every officer of the Army, whether in the Com- 
missary’s Department or otherwise, in different stages of 
the war, had it in his power to contract debts legally or 
equitably binding upon the United States. We find 
Congress, at various times, during the war, endeavoring 
to make arrangements which should prevent an undue 
use of the powers vested in individuals, and the danger- 
ous consequences to which the Government was thereby 
necessarily exposed. The acts of the 5th of March, 1779, 
and of the 23d of August, 1780, were calculated to limit 
the public responsibility in such cases. After the peace, 
and under the old Government, periods were prescribed, 
within which claims of certain descriptions, and finally 
all unliquidated claims, were to be exhibited for settle- 
ment, or to be forever thereafter barred. . 

It must be acknowledged by all, that during those 
periods every provision which could rationally have been 
expected was made for the accommodation of individuals 
having claims against the public, to enable them to ob- 
tain proper settlements of their demands. The Journals 
of Congress under the Confederation will abundanlly 
justify this remark. s 

Commissioners were appointed, with special or gen- 
eral powers, to settle the claims of individuals in all the 
departments; and, in every instance, the powers given 
were plenary and explicit. Sufficient time was given 
for every one to obtain information and pursue his reme- 
dy; and ample opportunity was given for all to substanti- 
ate their claims, or, at least, to present abstracts of them, 
which would have prevented their being foreclosed by 
the acts designed eventually to operate upon them. The. 
cases cannot be numerous, in which the want of oppor- 
tunity to bring forward claims can be justly pleaded as 
an excuse for the omission. oe 


By the act of the 17th of March, 1785, all persons 
having unliquidated claims against the United Stat 
were required, within twelve months, to exhibit particu. 
lar abstracts of such claims, to some of the Commissioners, ; 
in the Statein which they respectively resided, who weré ` 
sent and empowered to settle accounts against the United 
States, under the penalty or condition that accounts no 
so presented, should be thereafter settled only at the © 
Treasury. . 

By another act of Congress, of the same year, viz: No- 
vember 2d, 1785, all persons having claims for service: 
performed in the military department, were directed to 
exhibit the same for liquidation to the Commissioners o; 
Army Accounts, on or before the first day of August 
then ensuing. By that act it was expressly resolved, 
that all claims, under the description above mentioned 
which might be exbibited after that period, should bi 
forever thereafter precluded from adjustment and allow: 
ance. 

And it was provided, by the act of July 23d, 1787; 
that all persons having unliquidated claims against f 
United States, pertaining to the late Commissaries 
Quartermaster’s, Hospital, Clothier’s, or Marine Depart- 
ment, should exhibit particular abstracts of such claims 
to the proper Commissioner appointed to settle the ac 
counts of those departments, within eight months from 
the date of the said act; and all persons having other 
unliquidated claims against the United States, weré 
exhibit particular abstracts thereof to the Comptroller 
the Treasury of the United States, within one year from 
the date thereof; and all accounts not exhibited. as afo 
said, were to be precluded from settlement or allowance. 

These regulations were adopted by Congress. under 
the old Government. Great care was taken to ha 
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them extensively published, so that every individual who 
was interested might be informed of their existence and 
operation. 

Under the present Constitution there has not been 
wanting a disposition to relieve certain individuals whose 
claims were considered as peculiarly meritorious, which 
had been affected by the acts above recited. 

With this view, in March, 1792, two several acts of 
Congress were passed, suspending for two years the ope- 
ration of the resolutions of Congress of November 2d, 
1785, and July 27th, 1787, so far as they had barred or 
might be construed to bar the claims of the widow or 
orphans of any officer of the late army, to the seven 
years half pay of such officer; or the claims of any offi- 
cer, soldier, artificer, sailor, and marine, of the Army of 
the United States, for personal services rendered to the 
United States in the military or naval departments. 

In consequence of these suspensions, many claims 
were exhibited, and allowed against the Government. 
There is reason to apprehend, in some instances, the 
public were defrauded for want of proper pre-existing 
checks and evidences of payments being made. This 
suspension continued for the term of two years, which 
was till March, 1794. In the mean time, viz: on the 
12th of February, 1793, the act ‘* relative to claims 
against the United States, not barred by any act of lim- 
itation, and which had not been already adjusted,” was 
passed by Congress, after a serious and attentive consid- 
eration of the subject. 

’ By that law it was provided, ‘* that all claims upon 
the United States for services or supplies, or for other 
cause, matter, or thing, furnished or done, previous to 
‘the 4th day of March, 1789, whether founded upon cer- 
tificates, written documents from public officers, or other- 
‘wise, which had not already been barred by any act of 
‘limitation, and which should not be presented at the 
"Preasury before the first day of May, 1794, should for- 
ever after be barred and precluded from settlement or al- 
lowance.” But this was not to be construed as affecting 
¿Loan Office certificates, certificates of final settlements, 
indents of interest, balances entered in the books of the 
‘Register of the Treasury, registered certificates, foreign 
loans, or certificates issued under the act making pro- 

vision for the public debt of the United States. 
<2 One other act, passed the 3d day of March, 1795, 
provided that Loan Office certificates, final settlements, 
and indents of interest, then outstanding, should be pre- 
sented at the oftice of the Auditor of the Treasury on or 
before the first day of January, in the present year, 1797, 
or be forever after barred or precluded from settlement 
or allowance. 

The summary contains a general view of the principal 
acts of limitation, by which claims against the public 
have been affected. 

From an attentive consideration of them, and of the 
circumstances under which they were enacted, the com- 
" ynittee are fully impressed with an opinion that it would 
` HOt be expedient to suspend their operation. 

Some remarks extracted from a report heretofore made 
` to Congress, are subjoined by the committee, as pertinent 
to the subject. 

It was essential to the public administration that the 
extent of just demands upon the Government should be, 
ithin a reasonable period, definitely ascertained. It 
as essential to public safety and to right, in relation to 
the whole community, that all unsettled claims should 
‘be made known within a time when there were yet means 
of. proper invéstigation, and after which the public re- 
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sponsibility should terminate, and the possibility of 
charging the Government by collusive and fictitious con- 
tracts, should be at an end. 

The justice as well as policy of acts of limitation, under 
such circumstances, cannot be doubted. 

The situation of no country ever presented a more 
clear necessity for, or a more competent justification of, 
precautions of that nature. And all the reasons for 
adopting them operate to recommend unusual caution in 
departing from them, with the additional force of this 
circumstance, that the subsequent lapse of time has 
increased the difficulties of a due examination. 

The accounts of a considerable number of officers, 
who had it in their power to bind the public by their 
contracts, and who were entrusted with large sums of 
money’for fulfilling their engagements, remain unsettled. 
Some of those persons are dead ; others have absconded ; 
the business has been conducted by others with so little 
order as to put it out of their power to render a proper 
statement of their transactions. The books and papers 
of others, who had extensive trusts, have been destroyed, 
so as to preclude the possibility of settlement. Hence 
it must appear that the Government would, in a great 
number of cases, be destitute of the means of repelling 
unfounded and even satisfied claims, for want of docu- 
ments and vouchers, which only could have resulted 
from a due settlement with those officers, and from the 
possession of their books and papers. 

It might be inferred without proof, and it has ap- 
peared in the course of business at the Treasury, that 
it was a practice with certain public officers, on obtain- 
ing supplies, to give receipts and certificates for them, 
and when they made payments, either partially or total- 
ly, to take distinct receipts from the parties without 
either endorsing the payment upon the original vouch- 
ers or requiring a surrender of them. ' 

Hence it would often happen that parties could pro- 
duce satisfactory vouchers of their having performed 
services and furnished supplies, for which, though ‘sat- 
isfaction may have been made, the evidences of it would 
not bein the possession of the Government. And 
hence, from relaxations of the limitation acts, there 
would be great danger that much more injustice would 
be done to the United States than justice to individuals. 

The principles of self-defence, therefore, require and 
justify an adherence to those acts generally; and there 
are not any particular species of claims, which, in view 
of the committee, ought to be exempted from their 
operation. 

Those which have been most frequently referred. to 
by some members of the House, are such claims as: in- 
clude the arrearages of pay and other emoluments to 
officers and soldiers of the late army, &c. 

Pursuant to an order of the House at the first session. 
of the present Congress, a report was made to them, 
having special reference to this subject. It was consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, and agreed to by the 
House on the fifth day of February, 1796. To thatre+ 
port and the documents accompanying the same, the 
committee ask leave to refer the House, and-respectful- 
ly submit the whole subject to their consideration. 


Mr. D. Foster said the report itself had stated 
the reasons of the committee for making it, so fully, 
that he thought it unnecessary to do more than 
move that the House concur with it.. . 

Mr. Gatiatin observed that this report. went 
upon two principles: ‘first, that sufficient time had 
been given for claimants to.come in, and that” 
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therefore, it was always the fault of themselves, if 
their claims were not allowed; the other was, the 
danger of fraud that would attend the settlement 
of unliquidated accounts from the want of proper 
checks. Taking it for granted that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole would concur in the report, he 
should make a motion to except a class of claims 
which did not come within the operation of these 
objections, to the possessors of which due notice 
had not been given of their being barred, and 
which were already liquidated. The description 
which he alluded to were Loan Office certificates, 
final settlements, and indents of interest. It was 
to be observed that on the 12th of February, 1793, 
an-act was passed relative to claims, which re- 
quired them to be presented at the Treasury before 
the first of May, 1794, or they would be forever 
barred, but these descriptions of claims were ex- 
cepted. Public notice was given of this act, so 
that the country might become well acquainted 
with it. But an act had been passed on the third 
of March, 1795, making further provision for the 
support of public credit, and the reduction of the 
public debt, which was a long act, relating to dif- 
ferent objects respecting the public debt; but, in 
the middle of this act there was a section inserted 
requiring all Loan Office certificates, final settle- 
ments, and indents of interest, to be funded within 
two years. This act was foreign to the subject, 
and there was nothing in it to lead to a supposi- 
tion that such an article would be found in it; nor 
had the law been published in the newspapers, or 
any means taken to acquaint the holders of this 
property with it. He could not, therefore, conceive 
_that it was consistent with public credit or good 
faith to pass a limitation law in sucha way. He 
therefore hoped the law would be suspended so as 
to give due notice to the holders of this species 
of paper that it was intended to be barred. He 
„knew there were strong objectionsagainst suspend- 
ing acts of limitations on account of fraudsand forge- 
ries; but he did not think these of sufficient weight 
to prevent justice from being done to this class of 
public creditors. The provision barring these 
claims was little known. He himself knew nothing 
of it until he had occasion to take a general view 
of all the revenue laws of the United States, when 
he met with it in the middle of the act he had 
mentioned. He was himself wholly disinterested 
in the business, as he did not know an individual 
who was possessed of acertificateof thiskind. How 
` many there were he knew not, or how much dan- 
ger there might be in the suspension he could not 
tell; but he was struck with the injustice of thus 
barring this description of claims. He, therefore, 
proposed the following resolution for the adoption 
of the committee : 

“ Resolved, That so much of an act, entitled an 
making further provision for supporting Public Credit, 
and for reducing the Publie Debt, passed March 3, 1795, 
as bars from settlement, after a limited time, Loan Office 
certificates, final settlements, and indents of interest, be 
suspended for a limited time.” ` 

Mr. N. Smits allowed that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had shown to his satisfaction that 
it would have been much more proper to have had 


the law in question in a distinct act, than in the 
act in which it had been introduced ; and he re- 
gretted that gentlemen had not been sufficiently 
awake, when the law passed, to have prevented 
the evil, as it had passed the House since he was 
a member of it. But, at this time, it presented to 
his mind a different question. This species of 
paper is now dead by law. To pass an act to re- 
vive and bring it again into existence, was a very 
different thing from acting originally right. That 
gentleman had, however, not noticed the impro- 
priety at that time, which he lamented; but could 
not consent to its being revived at this day, which 
would be to encourage a spirit of speculation that 
would deprive the real holders of the certificates 
from any benefit, and throw money into the hands 
of persons no way entitled to it. Here, said he, 
is a species of paper destroyed by an act of limita- 
tion, not by a separate act, but by a clause of an 
act on a different subject. The consequence would 
be, that designing, evil speculators who may per- 
haps have interest enough to procure a repeal. of 
this law, by an application to Congress, will buy 
up this paper for a mere trifle from persons be- 
lieving it to have been destroyed by law. The 
moment this question was agitated the speculation 
would have a beginning. He did not know that 
it had already commenced, but before the propo- 
sition got to the Senate, he doubted not that hun- '; 
dreds of persons would be purchasing this paper 
from individuals who believed it to be of no value. 
He was, therefore, opposed to the resolution. 
Mr. Brooxs could not agree with the gentleman 
whohad just satdown. He seconded the motion be- 
cause he thought it at once clear and reasonable. |” 
He was himself no way interested in it. These 
claims had been as much settled as they could be, 
and he thought the law for barring them had not 
been made sufficiently public. Instead of giving 
light to the people from the house-top, they had 
placed their light under a bushel. With reference. 
to the danger to be apprehended from impositions 
he did not think it great, as the books which wer 
kept at the public offices were calculated to pre- 
vent frauds by marginal checks, &c. Indeed, this. 
subject was so plain and obvious, that he doubte 
not the proposition would be adopted by a larg 
majority of the committee. s 
Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) said the gentlema: 
who spoke last had anticipated most of what h 
had intended to offer on the subject. He was go 
ing to remark that this particular description ©: 
debt did not fall within the reasoning of the Com 
mittee of Claims on the limitation acts, and tha 
the possessors of it could have no expectation of 
being barred. In addition to the marginal checks 
of the office books mentioned by the gentlema 
from New York, there was also a check-letter t 
the books and on the certificates, which rendered 
forgery almost impossible. What brought -this 
particularly to his notice was, three weeks befor: 
he came from home, a poor soldier applied to bin 
with one of these certificates, and another one 
week before he set out, to get something for them: 
He told them they were barred. They were sur 
prised. They said they were given to them at. 
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the conclusion of the war ; that they were to have 

received their pay from month to month during 

their service, but that nothing had been given to 

them till the end of the war, when they received 
” these certificates. They had applied for five or 
six years together for payment; but growing 
weary of unsuccessful application, they laid their 
certificates aside. They hear, atlength, they may 
be funded, but when they apply they are told their 
application is a few weeks too late. Was it pos- 
sible, he asked, that a majority of that committee 
could agree to a report which, without this reso- 
lution, went to bar these men of their claims? 
Their accounts had been settled, their names were 
on the muster-roll, and every regulation had beén 
attended to ; yet, by alaw which had been passed, 
but known toa few only, these certificates were 
precluded from benefit. He trusted this report 
would not be sanctioned. If gentlemen were 
afraid of speculation, the proposed suspension 
might only be in favor of the real holders of certi- 
ficates who had themselves served or furnished 
supplies. He should be satisfied with this. 

The gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Smrt) 
lamented that the law had been passed in the way 
which had been mentioned. He joined him in 
the lamentation, and he hoped that gentleman 
would join with those who wished to provide 
relief to these meritorious men—men who were 
“not in a situation to get any information with 
respect to the law which barred their claim, and 
who depended upon their daily labor for support. 

Mr. &LLEN said, the endema last up had 
iven them certain information as to the checks 
ept in the books of the public offices, with a 
view, he supposed, of influencing their votes. He 
wished to know whether in those books there was 
an account of the sum due to these claimants? 
[Mr. Brooks answered there was.] Mr. A. said 
e should not then be against the resolution, but 
he should wish to confine the benefit intended to 
e given to the original holders, and not to give 
t to speculators. He thought the case of these 
eople hard, but could not subscribe to the idea 
hat because the law had not been published in 
certain way, it ought not to be enforced; since 
oman could be supposed to be ignorant of the 
law. He moved to add these words to the reso- 
ution, “in certain cases.” 

Mr. Dana said, that when a man was prosecu- 
ed for a breach of the law, he could not plead an 
gnorance of it; but this did not apply to the 
resent case. The law in question was little 
own; it could not even be found in the index 
if their laws. He himself did not know there was 
süch a law, until after it had taken effect, and 
lien he had good reason to know it. Last Winter 
“eertificate was given to him to be funded; but 
wing to his being obliged to stop on the road 
ome time, from the dislocation of a limb, he did 
ot-arrive till a few days after the claim was 

red by the law in question. If the members, 
hen, of that House were ignorant of the law, 
iow could they expect that persons holding these 
tificates should be dequainted with it? He 
ad-also called at the office of the Commissioner 


of Loans, where he was directed to the Treasury 
Department, but received no information at that 
office that the claim was barred. This being the 
case, he trusted the committee would not refuse to 
do an act of acknowledged justice. As to the 
amount of these claims, they were not ignorant of 
that; from the accounts of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, it was $1,124,000.. And to prove that 
there was any danger from forgery, it would be 
necessary to produce instances of this kind of 
fraud. The evil of speculation would be pre- 
vented by the proposed modification. He trusted, 
therefore, as it was called for by every principle of 
justice, the resolution would be acceded to. 

Mr. Rezo was in favor of the amendment, and 
hoped the resolution would be agreed to. He had 
presented a petition the other day praying that 
some provision of this kind might be made. He 
held in his hand the original acknowledgment of 
the debt, upon which interest had been paid. 
The certificate was first sent to him to be funded; 
but, finding it barred, the owner of it had petitioned 
for relief. ; 

Mr. Corr hoped the amendment would not 
prevail, as it would run counter to all former 
laws on this subject; and he trusted they should 
not now depart from the principle heretofore 
adopted. He was, however, in favor of the reso- 
lution itself. He was a friend of statutes of 
limitation; but he would have them fairly made. 
The law in question could not be aeni, 
known. i 

Mr. T. Cuaisorne called for the reading of the 
section of the law which related to this subject. 
If they were to do anything in the business, he 
should be for doing complete justice. [The law 
was read.] re 

Mr. Arten had little respect for persons who 
had obtained the possession of these certificates 
by speculation. He wished only to relieve the 
original holders; but if this were not guarded 
against, the evils which his colleague (Mr.Smrra) 
had foretold, would certainly take place. It had 
been said that there had been no instances of 
forgery; he mentioned one with which he was 
well acquainted. Í 

Mr. E_menporps trusted that the gentleman 
who proposed the amendment would withdraw it, 
when he was informed that it was the practice to 
issue Loan Office tickets in the names of others 
than the real owners. He mentioned one instance, 
and knew it was a common thing. i 

Mr. Isaac PARKER was in favor of the resolu- 
tion ofthe gentleman from Pennsylvania; but he 
would rather not pass it than it should pass with 
the amendment. He wished not only original 
holders, but all others, to have the benefit of the 
proposed suspension. The certificates, he said, 
were originally negotiable, and he saw no reason 
for depriving them of that quality. It was true 
that, in this case, the money might go into the 
pockets of a set of men who were not-very popu- 
lar in this country; but this could not be-avoided. 
All limitation laws were contrary to justice; but, 
in all cases where it was expedient to pass thein, 
care ought to be taken that no class of men in 
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particular should be affected by them. Tt has 
been objected to this resolution that if it passed, it 
would open a door to frauds, and chiefly serve 
speculators; but it could not be said that it would 
place the original holders in a worse situation 
than they are at present, but in a better. He 
hoped, therefore, the resolution would pass, with- 
out the amendment. 

Mr. S. Smirx said, this subject had been so 
frequently agitated in Congress, and the doctrine 
of discrimination so constantly decided against, 
that he wondered it should,at this period, be renew- 
ed. It was fully.tried at the time of commencing 
the funding system. Every person possessing a 
certificate, before the claim was barred, had the 
same right to have it funded, and he saw no rea- 
son why they should now make a distinction. 
He was in favor of the resolution, and should 
have no objection to any modification of it 
which would tend to prevent speculation. 

Mr. Brooxs called the attention of the committee 
to what had fallen from his colleague, (Mr. ELMEN- 
porPH,) with respect to these certificates being 
issued to others than the real owners, for this rea- 
son—-because the public faith was pledged to pay 
the amount to the bearer. It was impossible, he 
said, for them to guard against frauds between in- 
dividuals; and any regulation they could make 
in this respect, would only be an encouragement 
to perjury. 

Mr. Tuarcuer said that, during the last and pre- 
sent session, he had certificates sent on to him to be 
funded, by his constituents, telling him, they heard 
the country was about to pay its debts. He told 
them, in answer, that they had said. that, by law, 
they would pay nothing at all. This his friends 
thought a hard matter; since they were possessed 
of acknowledgments of debt, which Government 
had solemnly promised to pay. This was, how- 
ever, their situation. He was therefore clearly of 
opinion, that these people ought to be paid; but 
there had been a hue and cry, raised by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, against speculators. He 
did not think this description of men had done 
the millionth part of the mjury ascribed to them. 
He believed they were in the situation of a certain 
other personage; for he was for giving the “ Devil 
his.due;” but he thought the old gentleman him- 
self was often highly injured. by having more laid 
to-his charge than he was guilty of. He thought 
these same speculators had done more good to the 
public, than Congress had done in passing the law 
in question. He wished their conduct was fully 
and fairly examined; he thought it would bear 
examination. Gentlemen say that, since last Jan- 
wary (when these claims were barred) these specu- 
lators had been ‘buying up this paper from the 
holders. for a mere trifle. Suppose, said he, this 
were true, and they had given an original holder 
4s: in the pound for what he believed to be of no 
value.’ Where was the criminality of this? Was 
he injuring the holder? As well might it be said, 
that a man who visits another in prison, and gives 
him meat to-eat, does him an injury, because he 
does it with an expectation that Heaven will reward 
him. Connecticut, he said, was the last quarter 


from whence he should have expected such a doc- 
trine. If it were right and just that original hold- 
ers should receive that which they have had prom- 
ised them. he thought those who had risked the 
purchase of them, in the face of a law of the Uni- 
ted States, out of mere compassion and benevolence 
to the holder, were entitled to more. The only 
ground upon which speculators could build a hope 
was, that Congress, having passed an injurious 
law, would one day be brought to a sense of shame 
for having done so, and do justice. To punish 
these men, therefore, for entertaining this hope, 
would be to punish virtue witha vengeance. These 
odious characters, speculators, it must be allowed, 
he said, have some good qualities; for, if they have 
not constantly fed these claimants on Government, 
they have,at least kept them from starving. He 
should, therefore, be opposed to the amendment. 

The question on the amendment was put and 
se ine there being ten votes only in favor ` 
ot it. 

Mr. J. Winttams said, he should vote for the 
resolution, though he thought it did not go far 
enough. The holders of these kinds of certificates 
had been informed, that the act of limitation did 
not reach them; they therefore supposed their 
claims would never be barred. "This being the 
case, he thought they should agree to this resolu- 
tion, and leave the holders at liberty to fund them, 
since they had evidently been ignorant of the: 
passing of the law respecting them. 

Mr. Batpwin thought some of the arguments 
on the subject went too far. The truth «was, they 
had not sufficient checks to guard against frauds. 
They had for twelve or fourteen years been endea- 
voring to guard against them. If the resolution 
passed, which, perhaps, it ought, the suspensio 
should be for a short time; for, though the public: 
were able to guard against fraud, individuals woult 
be continually exposed to deceptions, if this prop 
erty were suffered to be long afloat. 

Mr. Epymonp said that, notwithstanding all th 
observations which had been made on this subje¢} 
he could not vote in favor of the resolugion bef 
them. He had heard no argument sufficient ti 
induce him to set asidean act of limitation. They 
were to presume that this law was made after d 
deliberation. Why, then, repeal it? Because 
was said there were certain poor soldiers, a 
others, possessed of certificates which were barre 
by this act. It was extremely easy to paint.’ 
situation of such persons in glowing colors, B 
when they. had passed an act of limitation, th 
were not to set it aside for particular cases. 
would defeat the idea of limitation. They must, 
therefore, consider all persons in the same situa 
tion; whether a person was an original holder, 6 
had purchased his certificate, was immaterial 
The statute had equally barred them. Had cir 
cumstances, since the passing of the act, change 
No; the only reason which bore any color was 
that the law had not been sufficiently promulg 
If there had been a neglect on this head, thos 
who had been guilty of the neglect should redre 
it, .Was it not made as other laws were made 
and promulged in the same way? But it is sax 
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to be incorporated in a lengthy act, embracing a 
number of other articles, and no reference was 
made to it in the margin ; but it was comprised in 
the laws of a single session, making a small vol- 
ume, and had been promulged in the same way 
in which penal acts which affect the lives of indi- 
viduals were promulged. However the subject 
might be reasoned upon, it was said that the fact 
was, that the law was little known. It was said, 
there were members in the House who were not 
acquainted with this law. Was this, he asked, 
an extraordinary thing? No one supposed that 
every member in the House was acquainted with 
every law of the United States. The soldier who, 
probably, could neither read nor write was not 
‘supposed to look after the laws which were passed 
every session; no, the members of the Legislature, 
when they return home, take the laws with them, 
and give the information to their neighbors. If 
they were not thus published, it was owing to a 
culpable neglect. From all these considerations, 
he thought the law should be preserved. 

Mr. Brooks said, it was an extraordinary doc- 
trine to say that, though the members of the Le- 
gislature were unacquainted with a law, yet, that 
individuals, who did not look into a book once in 
seven years, should be. perfectly acquainted with 
it.. What would the people of the United States 
think of this? It had not the semblance of jus- 
tice. 

Mr. Macon said, on the principles of equity, the 
statutes of limitation might be looked upon as in- 
jurious ; but as no law had ever been passed with 
more notoriety than the one in question, he could 
not have believed, if gentlemen had not themselves 
declared it, that it should not have been known to 
them. It was founded upon the only report which 


the Secretary of the Treasury ever sent to that 


House unasked for, and it underwent as much 
debate as any other law of the United States. 
These claims, Mr. M. said, could stand in no bet- 
ter situation than those of persons who had not 
been in the way of getting their claims settled. 
Where both had performed services, both had the 
same equitable claim: books were the testimony 
in both cases. If it were necessary, therefore, to 
‘take these claims out of the statute, it was equally 
necessary to repeal all the statutes of limitation at 
once. Mr. M. mentioned an instance of fraud 
which took place in Rhode Island, by a small sum 
being altered to a larger in a certificate, upon which 
_ the interest had been several times paid before it 
was discovered. It was impossible, he said, to 
“guard against frauds; but he knew very well that 
: “whenever the claims of a soldier came up, the hu- 
manity and philanthropy of the House were called 
upon to afford relief ; but no difference ought to be 
made in favor of one class of claimants more than 
‚another. There had been a number of hard cases 
which had been decided against, from their being 
barred, and if they opened the door at all, it should 
be opened generally. 
Mr. Gauiatin said, he should not have offered 
nything more on the subject, but for what had 
allen from the two gentlemen lastup. There was 


san essential difference, he said, between these claims. 


and others; it was this, these were liquidated, the 
others were unliquidated. In the latter there were 
open accounts at the Treasury, and if they were 
not settled in a given time, it was not possible to 
check them. That time had therefore been limit- 
ed, but, with respect to liquidated claims, the same 
order had not been taken. They were accounts 
settled, which never could be expected to be barred, 
as the certificate was a sort of negotiable note from 
the Government. If this had not been the view 
of the Legislature, why except these claims from 
the acts of limitation? It was clear, therefore, 
that they stood on quite different ground from the 
description of claims alluded to. And let it not 
be said, added Mr. G., that the holders of the cer- 
tificates ought to be acquainted with the law which 
affects these claims. If the United States owe a 
debt which they do not mean to pay, except pre- 
sented before a certain day for settlement, it was 
their duty so to promulgate the law as that it should 
be generally known. Much had been said on the 
score of speculation. He thought the great zeal 
which was now shown against speculators ought 
to have been brought into action at an earlier pe- 
riod. Ten years ago the idea of discrimination 
had been discarded, and he thought it too late to 
introduce it now. 

The gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Smrra) 
had said, it was the duty of members who were 
present at the passage of the law of 1795 to have 
opposed it at the time. If the gentleman alluded 
to him, he was mistaken, as he was not a member 
of the House at the time the act passed. Gentle- 
men who had spoken against speculation had con- 
founded two things together, viz: persons who 
had purchased these evidences of debt of indivi- 
duals for a trifle, and those who had received them 
in a regular way. It would he perfectly unjust to 
put the latter upon a worse footing than original 
holders. If it were meant only to affect the for- 
mer, (if the bill could be so modified,) he should 
not object to it, though he believed great difficulty 
would attend the insertion of such a provision. 
He hoped the measure would be adopted in its 
present form. ; 

Mr. ALLEN wished the committee would rise, 
and have leave tosit again. He wanted this matter 
developed. There seemed something behind which 
did not appear. It was impossible that a million 
of dollars of this description of debt could lie in the 
hands of original holders. This subject had only 
been introduced this morning, and he thought it 
was not well understood. He wished to have a 
little time for consideration. He thought, also, 
that a new system of morals had been introduced 
on the occasion, which ought to be examined. 

Mr. Brooxs and Mr. TuarcHer were. opposed 
to the committee rising. a 

Mr. McDowe tu was in favor of it, sọ that gen- 
tlemen who wished to speak on the subject. might 
have an opportunity ; and that their feelings, which 
had been worked upon by highly coloring the suf- 
ferings of poor soldiers, might: have time to cool, 
He feared the certificates in question were chiefly 
in the hands of other persons. 


Mr. Corr had no objection to the committee 
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was not correct; that sum included a number of 
claims of a different kind. 

Mr. Gatiatin was perfectly willing that the 
committee should rise; but not from the insinua- 
tions thrown out by the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut, (Mr. ALLEN,) that the motion was wished to 
be hurried through the House, or that there was 
something behind which did not appear. Having 
declared he did not know a person who had one 
of these certificates, and not having had any desire 
for the motion to pass to-day, of course the insinua- 
tion could have no foundation as it respected him, 
though he had introduced the business, and he 
should be justified in taking no notice of it. 

Mr. ALLEN said, what he meant was, that certain 
owners of public paper of the United States had 
determined not to accept of the terms offered by the 
Government, but to have shilling for shilling, and 
that this suspension was intended more to relieve 
perons of this description than poor, original 

olders. 

The question on the committee’s rising was put 
and carried. The committee had leave to sit again. 

Mr. Harper, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the bill for the relief of the represen- 
tatives of William Carmichael, deceased, reported 
a new bill, which was twice read, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


Wepnespay, December 13. 


_ Joun Wiixes Kirrera, from Pennsylvania, 
appeared and took his seat in the House. 

The bill for suspending the act laying a duty 
upon, stamped vellum, parchment, and paper, until 
the 30th of June next, was read the third time and 
passed. 


ACTS OF LIMITATION. 


According to order, the unfinished business of 
yesterday came before the House; when 

Mr. Arten moved that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from a further consideration 
ofthe report of the Committee of Claims on the 
expediency or inexpediency of excepting certain 
claims from the operation of the limitation acts, 
in order that the report might be referred to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, His reasons for making 
this motion were stated to be, that further infor- 
mation might be obtained with respect to the risk 
there would be in making the proposed exception, 
and also with relation to the manner in which the 
law barring the claims proposed to be excepted 
had been published. 

On. being informed by the SPEAKER, that it 
would not be in order to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole to refer the report of a select commit- 
‘tee to one of the Heads of Department, but that the 
Committee of the Whole might be discharged, on 
‘the further consideration of the report postponed, 
with a view of calling upon any department for 
‘information, Mr. A..adopted the latter mode, and 
moved that the consideration be postponed. till’ 
Monday week. >- ; 


‘sidered in this character from the latter period. 


After a few observations from Messrs. Brooxs, 
Gorpon, Goopricn, and GALLATIN, which were 
chiefly in favour of the postponement, the motion 
was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT COURT OF DELAWARE. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 


I lay before you the copy of a letter from the Judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, represent- 
ing the inconvenience arising from altering the time 
of holding the Circuit Court for the State of Delaware, 
from April to June; and desiring that the existing 
law may be altered, by restoring the Spring session of 
the Circuit Court in Delaware to the twenty-seventh 
of April. : 

JOHN ADAMS. ~ 

Unirev Srares, December 13, 1797. 


The said Message was read, and, together with 


the letter referred to therein, ordered to lie on the 
table. 


ANTONIA CARMICHAEL. 


Mr. Harrer moved the order of the day on the 
bill for the relief of the representatives of William 
Carmichael, deceased ; which being agreed to, the. 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Wiole on the subject, and the bill having been 
rea 

Mr. VenasLe moved to strike out the follow- 
ing words in the act: “and also in full for any 
demand on account of an outfit for him on his ap- < 
pointment as Chargé d’Affairs, on the 20th day of 
April, 1790.” He thought these words a surplus- 
age, and might do mischief in future settlements. 
It had not been customary for the United States 
to allow outfits to officers of this grade, and there- 
fore improper to refer to such an allowance. This 
motion was supported by Messrs. Nicnouas, Rut- 
LEDGE, and ELMENDORPH. : 

It was opposed by Messrs. Harper, GALLA 
TIN, and Pinckney, on the ground that a claim 
having been made for the allowance of an outfit,: 
it was necessary, in order to prevent that claim 
from being hereafter renewed, to have a clause of. 
this kind in the act. 

It appears, that by an act passed in July, 179 
Chargés d’Affairs, as well as Ministers Plenipo 
tentiary, are now entitled to an outfit of not mor 
than one year’s salary; but Mr. Carmichael hav 
ing left this country in the character of Secretary: 
of Legation to Mr. Jay, in the year 1782, and ha 
the expenses of his voyage and establishment in: 
foreign country (for which purposes Mr. Pinck> 
Ney said the outfit was allowed,) it had not been 
thought right he should be allowed for an outfit 
A difficulty occurred in this business, whether Mi 
Carmichael should be considered as Chargé Y'A: 
fairs from the year 1782, when he entered upo 
the duties of that character, or from 1790, when hi 
received his new commission. If he had been con 


only, it was said he would have been entitled to. 
an outfit; but then he would not have been enti 
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tled to full pay as Chargé d’Affairs from the time 
he entered upon the duties of the office, nor to the 
extraordinary charges which were claimed. The 
committee reported the bill, therefore, agreeably 
to the report of the Secretary of State, allowing 
him full pay and extraordinary expenses, but re- 
jecting the claim for an outfit. 

The amendment, after a considerable debate, 
was put and carried—47 to 35. 

Mr. VenasLe then moved to strike out the 
second scetion of the bill, which authorized the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to allow to 
the representatives of the deceased, at the rate of 
$4,444 44 annually, from the 20th ot May, 1782, 
to the 20th of April, 1790. He thought the ex- 
traordinary expenses which had been agreed to be 
allowed, of $8,258, would be a sufficient compen- 
sation for his extra services as Chargé d’Affairs, 
without any additional salary, as his salary as 
Secretary would be paid at the Treasury, without 
any special act for the purpose. 

The motion was supported by Messrs. Corr and 
Wituiams, and opposed by Messrs. HARPER, GAL- 
LATIN, S. Smits, and Brooxs. It was put and 
negatived, there being only 24 votes in its favor. 

Mr. ALLEN renewed the motion which he had 

_ynade when the report on this subject was under 
consideration, to allow an interest of six per cent. 
‘per annum upon the amount which should ap- 
pear to be due, from the time at which applica- 
Hon was made for payment, until the money- was 
aid. 

3 This motion was immediately negatived with- 
out a division. 

| The committee rose, the House agreed to the 
amendment, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading to-morrow. 


FOREIGN COINS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of a select committee ap- 
pointed to inquire whether any and what altera- 
tions are necessary in the law, entitled “An act 
for regulating Foreign Coins, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

“The report of the committee was read as fol- 
lows: 

‘That it appears, from the best information they can 
obtain, that very little of the silver coin of the United 
‘States has circulated at any considerable distance from 
the Mint, especially in the interior parts of the country.” 
“That, by the operation of the law which provided 
that at the expiration of three years after the coinage of 
gold and silver should commence at the Mint,all foreign 
coins, except Spanish milled dollars, and the parts of 
Buch dollars, should cease to be a legal tender, consid- 
able embarrassments have been produced, and many 
losses sustained, as a very considerable quantity of for- 
-eign silver coins other than Spanish milled dollars, was, 
àt that time, in circulation. 

« Your committee also find, that, by the operation of 
the said act, all foreign gold coin will cease to be alegal 
tender after the thirty-first day of July next; that a 


« Your committee are, therefore, of opinion that pro- 
vision ought to be made by law, authorizing and re- 
quiring the collectors of the revenue to receive, in dis- 
charge of all demands of the United States, foreign sil- 
ver coins other than Spanish milled dollars and parts 
of such dollars, at the rates and under the regulations 
by which they were receivable before the 15th day of 
October last; that this regulation should continue for 
two years, and until the end of the next session of Con- 
gress thereafter; and that so much of the said act as 
relates to the circulation of forign gold coins, be sus- 
pended for the like time.” 


Mr. GALLATIN wished to know from the com- 
mittee why the distinction had been made between 
foreign gold and siler coins? why they had not 
recommended the act to be suspended with respect 
to silver as well as gold? He could not see any 
reason why crowns should not be a legal tender for 
payments in general, as well as to collectors of 
revenue. 

Mr. SrreREaves rose to propose another ques- 
tion to the committee. His colleague had sup- 
posed the distinction which had been made be- 
tween foreign gold and silver coin, was in favor 
of the'gold, and would limit the circulation of the 
silver coin. Heshould rather suppose the distine- 
tion was the other way, and he should like to be 
informed what had induced the committee to re- 
commend a suspension of the laws respecting for- 
eign gold coin. They knew the silver coin circu- 
lated by tale, the gold by weight; the value of 
the latter had actually diminished by various 
means, such as sweating, plugging, clipping, &c., 
so that there was no method of ascertaining, with 
precision, the value of gold coin, without weigh- 
ing it; and persons not in mercantile habits, and 
who were not possessed of a pair of scales, were 
at a loss to know its value. The inference he 
drew, therefore, was, that the sooner they could 
get the gold coin out of circulacion the better, and 
the quantity was so small that no great inconve- 
nience would ensue from such a measure... ‘With 
respect to the silver coin, the provision recom- 
mended would, he believed, occasion but little in- 
convenience. But, instead of suspending the act 
as it related to gold coin, he thought they ought to 
accelerate the period of throwing that coin alto- 
gether out of circulation. 

Mr. Venas_e, (the chairman of the committee,) 
in answer to the two gentlemen from Pennsylva-: 
nia, said, that the distinction which the committee 
had made between foreign gold and silver coin, 
was founded on this consideration, that the law 
relative to silver had already been carried: into 
effect, and the consequences which would be pro- 
duced by the provision recommended, were now 
felt; and it was supposed that this restriction would 
be a means of bringing the foreign silver sooner 
into the Mint; as, if it were not allowed to. be a 
legal tender for any thing but. duties, its circula- 
tion would, in a great degree, be confined to. the 
seaports, and when the United States got it into 
reat quantity of it is now in circulation, and must ne- | possession they would send it to the Mint, and it 
ssarily continue so until that period arrives, as it will would be re-issued in our own coin, With re- 
é scarcely possible for the Mint, on its present establish- | spect to gold coin, though there was little of it in 
lent, to coin a sufficient quantity to replace it. circulation near the banks, there was a great deal 
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of it in remote parts of the country where there 
were no banks; so much, that it would be impos- 
sible to bring it to the Mint to have it reissued. with- 
out sustaining great loss, and without being al- 
most totally deprived, in the meantime, of a circu- 
lating medium. And though foreign gold coin 
was subject to the injuries which had been men- 
tioned, our own gold coin was equally subject to 
them. Few of the coins of the United States, he 
said, had found their way into the interior of the 
country ; indeed, so rare were they. that when 
they were met with they were preserved with as 
much care as if they were curious medals. 

Mr. J. Wittrams approved of the report. In 
the northern parts of the State of New York, and 
the northern and western parts of Vermont, con- 
siderable trade was carried on with Canada, from 
whence they received gold coin in payment ; and 
if the law respecting foreign gold coin was not 
suspended, there would be no circulating medium 
in that part of the country, as they had no paper, 
but all payments were made in dollars, crowns, 
guineas, and half joes. As to a coin from the 
Mint of this country, it was with them quite a 
curiosity. 

Mr. Nicuotas was not satisfied with the reason 
which his colleague [Mr. Venaste] had given for 
not going further into this business. He seemed 
to think that the law for prohibiting the circula- 
tion of foreign coin had already been felt as it re- 
spected silver. He believed the first shock had 
only been experienced. He did not see any ad- 
vantage to be derived from the regulation pro- 

osed, It went to lessen the value of a certain 

‘ind of property, in order to enforce it into the 
Mint of the United States; but, until it could be 
shown that such a measure would be of some 
advantage to the community, he did not think that 
House would be justified in adopting it. It would 
be said by the people, and with propricty too. that 
they had established a Mint, but could not work it 
without defrauding them of their property. He 
had always thought the establishment useless, and 
in order to make it otherwise, a plan was now 
contemplated to rob the people of their property. 
If the same regulations were to be adopted with 
respect to gold, which were recommended with 
respect to silver, the inhabitants of the interior 
part of the country would be wronged of ten per 
cent. of their moneyed capitals, as at present the 
French crown would pass there for no more than 
a dollar. He knew many who retained this kind 
of property in their hands because they would not 
submit to the loss. He saw no reason for prohi- 
biting this kind of coin; he believed it to be as 
good as any which could be given them in ex- 
change for it; as a proof of this the banks of this 
city received it at its original value. The same 
observations would hold good with respect to gold 
coin. ` He thought it much better that gold coin 
should pass according to its weight, than they 
‘should pass sanguinary laws to punish persons for 
reducing its value. He wished, therefore, that the 
whole law ‘might be suspended, as, if the regula- 
tions: proposed were adopted, it would injure one 
party of the people for no other reason than be- 


cause gentlemen were determined to persevere in 
what he deemed always an error—the support of 
a national Mint. 

Mr. Cuapman said, the argumenis of the gen- 
tleman last up did not go to the present question, 
but to whether we should have a Mint or not. 
Mr. C. said, when he first saw the law for pro- 
hibiting the circulation of foreign coin, he thought 


unfavorably of it; but, from the information he - 


had received on the subject, he now thought dif- 
ferently, and believed, if the plan proposed by 
the committee was agreed to, it would remove 
any objections to its operation. He thought the 
reasons which had been assigned: for the regula- 
tions were good. With repect to the effect it 
would have on the Mint, as French crowns were 
to be received in payment by Government, they 
would doubtless be recoined; banks would also 
receive French crowns, or parts thereof, their 
operations would go on as usual, and the value of 
this species of coin would not be lessened. The 
act incorporating the Bank of the United States 
had declared that the notes of that bank should be 
received in payment by the officers of the United 
States for duties, which had given a circulation 
to that paper more extensive than any other, 
which would of course have a tendency to lessen 
the evils complained of. He was well satisfied 
with this report; but, if any amendment could 
be made to it, which could make it more accept- 
able to other gentlemen, and equally favorable to 
the Mint, he should not object to it. 

Mr. NicHoias asked whether it would be in 
order to move to insert a resolution to the report. 
The CuatrMan answering in the affirmative. 

Mr. Nicuotas said, to agree to the report, as it 
stood, would be to set one part of the people to 
speculate upon another; as, in those parts of the 
Union where little was paid to the custom-house, 
a French crown would pay for no more thana 
dollar, and it would be the business of persons 
living in seaports, to purchase them at a reduced 
value, which would be giving a different value to 
coin in different parts of the country, and be an 
unjust tax upon a large portion of the people. 

Mr. Harper agreed with the gentleman who 
had just taken his seat, that if the coin of the 
United States was no better than that which ey 
wished to stop the circulation of, everything whic 
had been done in the establishment of a Mint was 
wrong. This point had often been discussed. It 
was agitated when the Mint was first established, 
and it was decided that the coin to be issued from 
the Mint would be better than the coin then in 
circulation ; not because a particular piece of gold 
was of more value to an individual, but because 
it was better for a nation to have a coin of its 
own. It was on this ground that the expense of 


the establishment was justified. Therefore, the“ 
gentleman was begging the question upon a sub- `: 


ject which had been long decided. He was far 
from being of the opinion of the gentleman from 
Virginia, that the. proposed. regulation would. re- 
duce the value of foreign coin ten per cent., for, if 
a French crown passed for one hundred and ten 
cents in the seaports, it would soon have the same 
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tempt to purchase them at an undervalue were to 
be tried, 1t would be found that a competition 
would produce their real value. 
might not be much duty paid in some parts of the 
country, there were everywhere storekeepers who 
had dealings with the merchants in the seaports, 
and who would be glad to receive them in pay- 
ment for their goods. He allowed some little 
inconvenience might arise in thus endeavoring to 
promote the circulation of our own coin; but if 
the business was postponed, the same evil would 
always occur. ‘He hoped, therefore, that the regu- 
lation, with respect to silver coin, recommended 
by the committee, would be agreed to. As to 
foreign gold coin, be should. wish that to be put 
upon the same footing, which would bring it into 
the Mint, and it would be returned into circula- 
tion in a new shape. But the committee had re- 
ported a fact which, if well founded, was of im- 
portance, viz: “that it was scarcely possible for 
the Mint to recoin this money so fast as it should 
be brought in.” If this were so, they must either 
not call it in, go on in enlarging the Mint, or have 
no Mint at all. But he did not take the fact as 
stated. He believed there was no want of me- 
chanical force in the Mint. 

Mr. VENABLE interrupted Mr. H. to say, the 
committee did not mean that the Mint had not 
the necessary mechanical force; but that they 
could not get sufficient bullion for the occasion. 

Mr. CHAMPLIN wished to have the liberty of 
asking the Chair whether the question was not 
susceptible of division. If it were, he thought it 
would greatly shorten the debate to divide it. 

The Cuarrman answered, that the question 
might be divided. 

Mr. Harper thought of making a motion to 
that effect. The information which the gentle- 
man from Virginia had given was sufficient. If 
there had been a physical incapacity in the Mint 
to have coined a sufficiency of money, there would, 
indeed, have been a real difficulty; but if bullion 
only was wanted, the only means to supply it 
would be to call in the foreign gold coin. He 
hoped, therefore, that the regulation with respect 
to silver would be agreed to, and that the gold 
coin might be put on the same footing. 

Mr. VENABLE proposed that the former part of 
the report should be first agreed to, relative to 
silver coin. 

Mr. GALLATIN understood that the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Nıcuoras) was in order. 

The Cuarrman said he had mentioned his inten- 
tion of moving a resolution, but had not handed 
it to the Chair. 

Mr. Nicuotas said, that understanding his mo- 
tion was in order, he should make it. He would 
first state one fact, which would be sufficient to 
answer all the reasoning of the gentlemen from 
South Carolina and Rhode Island, (Mr. Harper 
and Mr. Cuamptin.) Though, in the large cities, 
ank notes were equal to every purpose as a circu- 
lating medium, in the country, where he lived, 
they passed ata depreciation only. This resolution 
“was to the following effect: 


value all over the United States; and if the at- | 


But though there | 


| without being forced to do it. 


“ Resolved, That so much of the act, relative to silver 
į coin, &c., as goes to restrain the circulation of foreign 
i coin, be suspended for a limited time.” 
i Mr. Gauuatin was in favor of this resolution. 
: He did not think the proposition of the committee 
| went far enough. It did not follow, as the gen- 
i tleman from South Carolina had stated, that be- 
‘cause a French crown passed in a seaport for 
‘110 cents, that it would soon pass every where for 
, thatsum. The moment it was said a French crown 
should be payable only for certain purposes, 
i that moment it became an article of merchandise, 
| whichwould rise and fall according to the demand 
i there might be for it. This was the case with all 
i foreign coins, in every country where they did not 
| pass a legal tender. If there were any weight in 
| the argument of the gentleman from South Caro- 
| lina, that because the collectors would: receive 
| crowns at 110 cents, they would always be worth 
‘it, it might be carried further, and said, that 
| because this coin has this value in any other 
country, it cannot depreciate here. It appeared, 
| therefore, that though the provision recommended 
| would remedy the evil, in some degree, it would not 
‘remedy it altogether; and that where there was 
‘not a demand for this species of coin, it would 
| depreciate in its value. Mr. G. said, it was clear we 
| had not more circulating medium in the country 
' than was necessary for the purposes of commerce, 
and that, therefore, the withdrawing any part of it 
i would be an evil. It was necessary, therefore, to 
| inquire whether any good would arise from such 
a measure, to counterbalance the evil. The gen- 
i tlemen from Rhode Island and South Carolina 
| said, it was necessary to the existence of the Mint, 
| What were the advantages to be derived from the 
| Mint? They were told, that the great object was 
to have a coin of our own. This observation 
| could not apply to foreign silver coin, because thé 
| law declared that Spanish dollars should circulate | 
ias usual, which acknowledged that we stood in 
: need of foreign coin for a circulating medium, and 
| that our Mint was insufficient for the purpose. 
| But, in relation to the Mint itself, it was said, 
| the proposed measure would force the foreign 
i coins into the Mint. He wished to know how this 
| could be effected. How could directing the col= 
‘lectors to receive this coin force it into the Mint? 
| Was it supposed, that the moment the banks, or the 
; revenue officers receive crowns, they will carry 
them tothe Mint? How had it happened, thai, 
iin receiving seven millions of revenue from the 
, custom-houses, that more of this coin had not here- 
| tofore been sent to the Mint? And could it now be 
į supposed that they would be compelled to take 
| this coin to the Mint? In relation to gold coin, 
i the gentleman from South Carolina had said, that 
ithe only way of getting it into the Mint was to 
; Say it should not be a legal tender. But why thus 
| force the people to take this species of coin to the 
| Mint? It was clear it could not be the interest of 
| Government to have a Mint, if it were not the 
| interest of the people; and if they saw it to be their 
interest, they would take their foreign coin there 
But, said he, if 
you suppress all foreign coin, you will do it con- 
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trary to the will and interest of the people; and 
if this were the only means by which Government 
could establish their Mint, he thought the institu- 
tion would never become a very popular one. 

Mr. Harper interrupted Mr. G. He did notsay 
that this was the only way in which the Mint could 
be supported. He said it was one effectual method. 

Mr. GaLiatin continued his observations. When 
the Mint was first established, it was said, that in 
three years from its commencement, there would 
be such a quantity of our own coin in circulation 
‘as would supersede the necessity of foreign gold 
or silver coin. Experience had shown, however, 
that the friends of the establishment were mis- 
taken. There was not now a sufficient quantity ; 
but they were told, notwithstanding, that all foreign 
coin, except Spanish dollars, and parts thereof, 
should be calledin. Hehoped not. If, when they 
came to consider the Mint establishment, it should 
appenr to be necessary to take such a step, he trusted 
they should take such measures as would be effec- 
tual, without putting any class of people to loss. 
Until the Mint were established upon a footing 
which should render it equal to the supply of a 
sufficiency of coin for the use of the country, he 
hoped they should leave the foreign coins upon 
their present footing. 

On motion, the committee rose, reported pro- 
gress, and had leave to sit again. 


Tuurspay, December 14. 


A communication was received from the Secre- 
tary of the. Treasury, on the subject of the loan 
made for the use of i city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, which was read and ordered 
to be printed. 

“The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
William Carmichael, deceased, was read the third 
time and passed. 

Mr. Harrer called the recollection of the House 
to the bill which was passed last session by that 
House for the relief of Major Thomas Lewis, but 
which was not acted upon by the Senate, owing 
to its being sent up the last day of the session, and 
moved that a committee be appointed to bring in 
anew bill; but, on the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Claims informing the House that Major 
Lewis’s petition was at present before them, the 
motion. was withdrawn. 

„Mr, Sewaut said, there had been an omission 
in the act regulating the compensation allowed to 
officers employed in the collection of duties on 
impost and tonnage, passed last session, which 
affected a collector in the State of Massachusetts ; 
he therefore moved that a committee be appointed 
to inquire whether any and what alterations were 
necessary therein, and that they report by bill or 
otherwise. Agreed to. 


OUTSTANDING CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. ALLEN moved a resolution to the following 
effect: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury. be 
directed to report.to the House an account of the Loan 
Office certificates, final settlements, and indents of in. 


terest not registered, and now outstanding ; and, also, 
such matters as relate to the expediency or inexpedien- 
cy of extending for a limited time the I4th section 
of the act for making further provision for public credit, 
and for the redemption of the public debt. 

Mr. Gautattin called for a division of this ques- 
tion. It was yesterday decided, he said, that it 
would not be in order to refer the report of a select 
committee to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, and 
he thought it would be equally improper to send 
for his opinion as to the expediency of extending 
the act in question. If the gentleman would mod- 
ify his motion so as to call for whatever informa- 
‘tion he pleased, he should not object to it. 

Mr. Brooxs spoke to the same effect. 

Mr. Auten did not think his resolution called 
for the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury ; 
he meant it to call only for information on the 
subject. 

Separate questions were taken upon the two 
parts of the resolution, and both were carried 
without a division. 


FOREIGN COINS. 


The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the report of the select com- 
mittee on the subject of foreign coins; when, Mr. 
NicHo.as’s proposition for suspending altogether 
the operation of the act for checking the circula- : 
tion of foreign gold and silver coin being under : 
consideration— : 

Mr. Srrersaves said, he had mentioned yester 
day, that there was, in his opinion, an obvious dis; 
tinction between the cases of gold and silver for- 
eign coins; and, all the reflection he had since. 
given to the subject, had confirmed him in the. 
conviction which he then expressed. He moved, ; 
therefore, to amend the resolution under consider- 
ation, by adding, after the word “foreign,” the’ 
word “silver,” which would have the effect of con: 
fining the suspension of the act in favor of silver, 
and leave the act of 1794 to operate on gold coin 
If, said Mr. S., the design of the Mint had bee: 
only to gratify the pride of sovereignty, the objec 
would have been inconsiderable and unworthy the’ 


expense of supporting it; but it was established fo 
other and far more important ends. It was, tha 
the Government might have a control over 1 
circulating medium, which was essential, in orde 
to prevent its debasement by alloy and fraud. Thi 
debasement was chiefly applied to copper and gol 
coin, but not so much to silver. He saw no rea 
son, therefore, why foreign silver coin, which hai 
long been current in this country, should be forced. 
out of circulation into the Mint; they were of th 
same use and value of any which might be reissu- 
ed; but it was very different with respect to cop 
per and gold coin, which was subject to be debase 
in so many different ways, and which could no 
be prevented, until we had a sufficiency of our ow: 
coin, which would be under our own direction an 
control. Let the stoppage of French crowns ta 
place when it might, it would be attended wit 
some inconvenience; yet that period must arriv 
if the Mint were. to be supported. But he co) 
éeived these inconveniences would be felt iù: a veg 
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small degree with respect to gold coin. The 
Proclamation of the President of the United 
States, which notified that foreign coin would 
” e@ase to be a legal tender after a certain day, made 
in October, 1796, related to both gold and silver 
coin ; but the notice respecting gold coin, was much 
farther removed than that of silver ; it was not to 
go out of circulation till July next; whereas the 
silver coin had already gone out of circulation, ex- 
cept that it were payable at the banks, and to the 
revenue Officers. It was, therefore, much more in 
the power of persons holding gold coin, to get it 
out of their hands before the time arrived. The. 
quantity of gold coin in circulation, compared with 
the whole circulating medium he said, was very 
small, and therefore but little inconvenience could 
arise from its circulation being stopped; and on 
account of the portability of gold coin, it would be 
much easier transported to the seat of Government. 
But the most important consideration was, the 
present mutilated state of foreign gold coin, which 
rendered it impossible for those who were not well 
acquainted with the detail of business, to guard 
against frauds. In the State of Pennsylvania, not 
one man in five hundred was in possession of a 
pair of gold scales; and, without them, it was im- 
possible to ascertain whether 
not; and there were still 
had scales, who knew the real value of gold coin 
when it was deficient in weight. This great evil 
in the Middle States, whatever might be the case 
| to the Eastward and Southward, convinced him, 
_ that the sooner foreign gold coin was thrown out 
of circulation, the better. But it was yesterday 
said, that when our gold 
‘circulation, it would be equ 
ment: and, therefore, 
to pass it by tale. 


fewer persons, if they 


ally subject to debase- 
that it would be impossible 
He would not say, that, in the 
course of time, this might not take place; but on 
the outside, trade and intercourse would be consid- 
erably facilitated, by having a proper medium of 
our own; and when our gold coin should become 
corrupted, by clipping, &c., it would only have to 
<: be returned ‘to the Mint to be recoined. These 
considerations had induced him to make his mo- 
tion. - 

Mr. J. Wittiams was against this amendment. 
The observations of the gentleman were favorable 
to the cities, but not to the extreme parts of the 
Union. Suppose it were practicable or necessary 
to call in the foreign gold coin. where would the | 


gold was weight or | 


coin should get into | 


but when it was, it might be returned to the Mint 
to be recoined; so that there would be a constant 
routine of sweating, clipping, and coining. But 
the gentleman said, it was impossible to prevent 
imposition in receiving the gold coin now in cir- 
culation, as few persons were possessed of gold 
scales; he was certainly misinformed in this re- 
spect, as few persons who were in the habit of re- 
ceiving any considerable sum of money, were 
without gold scales, or ignorant of the value of 
gold. Why, then, compel people to send this coin 
to the Mint? Was it because they were shortly 
to be called upon for further sums of money to 
support the establishment, and gentlemen wished 
to give it the appearance of usefulness? With 
whatever view it might be done, he certainly could 
| not agree to it. 

Mr. Pinckney was in favor of the resolution of 
the gentleman from Virginia, without the proposed 
amendment. He was against agreeing to the re- 
port of the committee, because it would either pro- 
duce no effect, or an injurious one. Gentlemen 
differed in opinion as to the effect; some supposed. 
it would depreciate the coin, others thought it 
would produce no such effect. To him this was 
| immaterial. If it did not tend to depreciate the 
coin, it would have no effect to force it into the 
Mint; therefore, the arguments of gentlemen went 
too far. And, if it did tend to depreciate the 
coin, it would have a very injurious effect. He did 
not say this because he was against the establish- 
ment of the Mint; he believed with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. SITGREAVES) that 
it might be productive of good; but he did not 
think this the proper way to support it. 

Mr. Orts rose, with some regret, and a good 
deal of diffidence. on this question, because his 
opinion differed from both the gentlemen who had 
just delivered theirs. He was equally opposed to 
the amendments of the gentlemen from Pennsyl- 
vania and Virginia, and in favor of the original re- 
port. He considered both the amendmentsas having 
a tendency to undermine the Mint establishment ; 
if that of the gentleman from Virginia were agreed 
to, that institution would have but a short dura- 
tion ; and whatever credit may be due to the in- 
genuity of that gentleman, and others who sup- 

ort his motion, for this indirect attempt to destroy 
it, he thought it behooved gentlemen who wished 


| well to that, institution, and considered it as con- 


nected with the national prosperity, to pause before 


Mint find bullion to replace it? The difficulty 
was, the want of bullion; and if they prohibited 
the circulation of gold coin, they should prevent ; 
its increase. And, even if they had sufficient bul- | 
ion, he thought the works of the Mint too con- 
tracted to com a sufficiency for all the purposes of ; 
the United States, and he did not think it would | 
be right to extend them ; since, if a nation were to | 
have its Mint, it should be at the seat of Govern- | 
ment, which, in two years, was to be removed from | 
ts present situation. As to the present establish- 

ïnent, it had been attended with considerable ex- | 
nse, without affording any benefit, except to this | 
ty. Our own gold, the gentleman said, would 
t for a long time be either clipped or sweated; 


4 
i 


f 


i 


they gave a vote which should go to this effect. 
If the Mint were found to be an inconvenient es- 
tablishment, and the expense of it greater than the 
convenience, let a proposition be brought forward, 
and let the question be fairly met, and not endeavor 
to effect its overthrow in the way proposed. In 
order to elucidate his assertion, that this proposi- 
tion would destroy the Mint, he would inquire 
how the Mint was to be supported? It could not 
be supported with sufficient bullion, except: by 
means of the foreign coin now in circulation, 
Bullion was not imported in large quantities irito 
this country. - In looking into a reporton the sub- 
ject, he found the quantity of bullion imported was 
small. Government had no power to traffic in it, 


727 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


728 


H. or R.] 


Foreign Coins. 


[ DECEMBER, 1797, 


and our merchants did not often import it; there- | with the Spanish dollars, be sent out of the coun- 
fore foreign coin was the only aliment with which | try? And, in return, our merchants would bring 


the Mint could be fed. And if the business of 
calling in this coin were postponed for two years, 


no argument would then exist for stopping the | Government could procure bullion on moderate 


circulation which did not now apply ; they should 
then be told that the expense of recoining would 
exceed the utility of the measure. It had been 
said that the measures recommended by the report 
would not have the effect of throwing foreign coin 
into the Mint, since, though nearly seven millions 
of revenue were received from the custom-house, 
little of this coin had been sent there heretofore. 
This, Mr. O. said, could not be expected when 
there was no restraint laid upon the banks to do it. 
Besides, dollars had been in great demand for the 
London and East India markets. and the banks 
had found it necessary to keep back their dollars, 
and pay out their crowns. Hereafter this reason 
might not exist, and Government might make 
their deposites on condition that the foreign coin 
should be sent to the Mint. With respect to the 
inconveniences which would be felt by the people, 
he did not think they would be so great as had 
been represented. And upon whom, he asked, 
would these difficulties fall ? Not upon the poorer 
classes of the people; they had already experienced 
the inconvenience; for, if they possessed a few 
crowns when, the proclamation was issued, the 
had been obliged to part with them, and had suf- 
fered by their depreciation. It would then be those 
people who had bought them up, who would be 
benefited, provided the act were to be suspended ; 
but if it were not suspended, and the crowns were 
payable at their full value in the seaports, they 
never could be depreciated more than one or two 
er cent. in any other part of the country. He 
oped, therefore, the report would be agreed to. 
Mr. Nicuouas said he never yet voted against 
the Mint, and he did not know why the gentleman 
who had just sat down should have deemed him 
inimical to the establishment, except from the rea- 
son of the thing, and because he was not. like him- 
self, a slave to whatever had been established. It 
was said his proposition was an attack upon the 
Mint; if it were, he did not want a greater con- 
cession to prove the establishment useless. When 
the law for establishing the Mint was passed, it 
was expected the coin of the United States would 
have insinuated itself into circulation, and stopped 
that. of foreign coin. If this had happened, it 
would have been of small consequence to the peo- 
ple to have had it put out of circulation; but, on 
the contrary, the quantity of our own coin was 
found to be small, and that if the circulation of 
foreign. coin be stopped, the country would be dis- 
tressed for a circulating medium. He therefore 
wished to suspend the law. Was this to attack 
the Mint?. If the Mint could not exist without 
imposing upon the people, they acknowledged it 
could not exist... And where, he asked, would be 
the advantage, if all the foreign coin in the coun- 
try were to'be transferred into the Mint? It had 
been allowed by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that.dollars were an article of export; would 
not, then, the-dollars.of our own coining, equally 


| 


back foreign coin, so that all the coin in the coun- 
try would become an article of merchandise. gf 


% 


terms, and put sufficient coin into circulation, it 
would be a different thing; but it would never do 
to take from the people the coin they now used 
without having others to supply them with. Mr. 
N. denied that people could go to custom-houses 
and exchange their crowns for dollars; crowns 
would be received there for duty only. And he 
begged gentlemen to consider what would be the 
expense of sending this coin to the Mint to be re- 
coimed. ‘There would be the carriage and insu- 
rance, and it would at least be six months in re- 
pening =H interest upon which would be a dead 
Oss. 

Mr. S. Smrra never conceived the establishment 
of a Mint in the country would injure the people 
so much as it appeared it would do, in the view of 
this business. He did not see how the difficulty 
was to be removed. If the report of the commit- 
tee were to be agreed to, crowns would be received 
by shopkeepers ata dollar; they would bring them 
down to the seaports and pay them to the mer- 
chants at one hundred and ten cents, and the mer- 
chants would pay them at the custom-house. But 
how were the crowns to get from the different 
collectors into the Mint? Would the United 
States undertake to bring them there? In most 
of the cities there were banks, and the money was 
paid by the collector into the bank, and the Treas- 
ury drew upon the bank for the amount. How, 
then, were the crowns to get into the Mint? If 
the Treasury had a sufficiency of new coin to re- 
place the foreign coin, the business might be effect- 
ed, but not otherwise, as all commerce must of 
course stop, and the price of produce immedi- 
ately fall, if deprived of a circulating medium. 
For instance, would the Bank of Baltimore be at 
the expense of sending their French crowns to the 
Mint, and wait till they could receive new dollars 
in exchange? No man would believe this. Banks 
were always pushed for money, and dare not part 
with their circulating medium. With respect to 
crowns, it was not of so much importance as the 
gold coin; if that were to be called in, he did not: 
know what the banks would do; they could not 
wait till it was recoined; they were rather bor-. 
rowers than lenders of money. He knew of no.: 
bank out of the city of Philadelphia which could “ 
send their foreign coin to the Mint to be recoined, 
and wait its return. He did not know that they. 
could. The Mint, he said, was slow in its move- 
ments. He knew an instance where a bank sent 
several thousand dollars worth of bullion to be re- 
coined, and they lay out of their property for six 
or seven months. He supposed it might now be. 
more expeditious; but it would doubtless be too 
slow for the wants of the banks. Suppose, said. 
he, the plan could be carried into effect, and the: 
circulating medium was wholly our own coin and. 
Spanish dollars, what would be the consequence? 
It would be this: Our own dollars, being of equal 
fineness with the Spanish, would be exported in 
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common with them to the London and East India 
markets; and since it was known that foreign 
coin was not current here, merchants would im- 
port as little of it as they could avoid, so that our 


circulating medium would soon be exhausted. He | 
should, therefore, be in favor of the amendment of | 


the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. Sewaut said, the present question was not 
whether the circulation of foreign coins should 
be prohibited altogether, but whether that circula- 
tion should be a partial one. Some gentlemen 
seemed to think nothing ought to be done with 
respect to gold coin; but ail were of opinion it 
would be necessary to allow at least a partial pay- 
ment of silver coin; and some of gold coin. For 
his own part, he was unwilling to postpone the 
difficulty which must be encountered, and which 
had already been felt in a great degree, whenever 
a partial stoppage should be put to the circulation 
of foreign coin. If the law were to be suspended 
for two years, as some gentlemen wished, he did 
not think we should be much better prepared to 
carry it into effect than at present. He did not 
think it possible to supply the Mint of the United 
States with bullion in any other way than by pre- 
venting the circulation of foreign coin. We were 
not in possession of mines abroad, nor did we im- 
port much bullion; but our commerce led us to 
import a considerable quantity of foreign coin, 
and foreign coin of a greater value in the country 
from whence it was imported than it was when 
it arrived here; which was owing to the exporta- 
tion of coin being forbidden in those countries, 
and there was no way of importing it but by con- 
cealing it. On this account, a four-pistole piece, 
which in Bilboa was worth sixteen dollars, was 
here worth no more than fifteen and a quarter; 
yet a merchant will bring this gold coin at this 
loss, rather than bring dollars, which, being so 
much more bulky, would be lable to be disco- 
vered, and risk the loss of ship and cargo. If 
foreign gold coin were out of circulation alto- 
gether, he did not think much inconvenience 
would be experienced; it was not current by tale, 
the weighing of it was attended with much trou- 
ble, and he thought it might very well-be dispensed 
with. And though it would not be received as a 
legal tender, this would take little from its value; 
for a person would always be able to pay a pound 
of gold for what it was really worth, and whilst 
the Mint was in being, there would always be a 
ready market for it. With respect to silver it was 
different. It passed for more than its real value. 
A crown, or dollar, though diminished in weight, 
and consequently in value, would pay for a crown 
ora dollar. If the circulation of foreign silver 
was altogether stopped, the loss sustained by indi- 
viduals would be great; but, on the other hand, it 
was necessary to supply the Mint, and it was 
proper to stop the circulation of all foreign silver 
“com, except dollars and parts thereof, which 
would not be atiended with any great inconve- 
-Mlence as crowns and parts thereof bore but a 
Small proportion of the foreign silver in circula- 
‘Gon. Indeed, the inconvenience had already taken 
Place. In the part from whence he came, the cir- 


| culation of crowns had stopped, except as dollars, 
land they were paid without any great hesitation 
| by the persons who had them at that rate. But 
i he did not think we were wholly prepared to meet 
this inconvenience. He, therefore, thought it 
would be right to agree to the report of the com- 
mittee, which allowed them to be received at the 
custom-house, which would, in a great measure, 
remedy the evil arising from their being declared 
not to bea legal tender in other cases. Gentle- 
men had observed that. the country would be more 
affected by this regulation than the cities; but, as 
it had been before stated, if a crown was worth 
110 cents in one place, it would not be worth 
much less in anyother. The inconvenience would 
be of short duration,as the crowns would all flow 
to those parts where they were received current. 
This observation had been opposed by a fact that 
bank bills in the interior of the country pass at a 
depreciated rate ; but he thought that the analogy 
would not hold. Ifa person had five crowns, and 
was obliged to expend one of them, before he had 
an opportunity of getting the full value for them, 
he would lose only a few cents; but, in a bank 
note of five dollars, if he wanted to make use of 
a dollar, he would suffer a loss upon the whole 
note. He hoped the report would ‘be agreed to. 
Mr. Havens thought the report of the com- 
mittee was somewhat inconsistent, as it proposed 
crowns, &c., should pass at their full value at the 
custom-house, yet expecting them to depreciate, 
and by that means get to the bank. Besides, their 
not being a legal tender will not depreciate them ; 
for it was not one payment in ten thousand in 
which it was necessary to make a legal tender ; 
it was seldom that a creditor was compelled to 
receive a debt; creditors were every where ready 
to receive their money generally before their 
debtors were ready to pay. Bank notes were not 
a legal tender in any part of the United States, 
yet there was no difficulty in passing them. Ifa 
creditor were offered current money, he would 
not care anything about its not being a legal ten- 
der; but if a legal tend:r were required, it would 
be an easy matter to procure money which was 
legal for that which was current. The inconve- 
nience which had been complained of, from the 
depreciation of erowns, arose from. the alarm 
which the proclamation on the subject had occa- 
sioned; but when that alarm ceased, which it 
soon would do, crowns would ‘pay as usual. He 
was warranted in this supposition by the law re- 
specting copper coin, which forbade any copper 
coin, except cents and half cents, from being cir- 
culated, on pain of being forfeited, besides ten 
dollars as a penalty; yet, notwithstanding base 
copper coin was everywhere in circulation, He 
referred to another law of a similar nature. It is 
clear, therefore, that coin. would not be forced 
into the Mint, except its value was depreciated, 
which must be effected, not only by saying it 
shall not be a legal tender, but by making it penal 
to offer it in payment. Besides, if it would have 
the effect to force the foreign coin into the cus- 
tom-house, it would never get into: the “Mint. 
The coin collected at Boston and other distant 
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distant ports, did not come to Philadelphia; but, 
suppose the law fixed the matter so, that such 
coin should come into the Treasury of the United 
States, it would not be difficult to show that it 
would be impossible for Government to put it 
into the Mint to be recoined. He was warranted 
in this conclusion by the law regulating foreign 
coin. That act declared, that all foreign gold and 
silver coin, except Spanish dollars and parts 
thereof, received by Government, should not be 
reissued, but sent to the Mint, to be recoined ; yet 
this law had not been complied with. Mr. H. 
said, he was on a committee, respecting the Mint 
last year, and he inquired of the Secretary of the 
Treasury why this law had not gone into effect, 
and he was given for answer. that the Mint was 
in such a situation that it could not give any secu- 
rity that the coin sent there would be recoined in 
any reasonable time. Indeed, from what he said, 
he inferred that Government wanted the money 
so much, that it could not be spared to go to the 
Mint. To agree to the report, would have the 
appearance of giving support to the Mint; but it 
would not be really doing any such thing. This 
was his idea. But if this coin were to go to the 
Mint, where would be the advantage? He could 
not seeany. He believed, therefore, the best way 
would be to suspend the operation of the act re- 
straining the circulation of foreign coin, and leave 
the Mint upon its present footing, until something 
effectual could be done for its support. 

Mr. Batpwin said, in determining upon the 
question before them, it was not necessary to 
examine the principles upon which the Mint was 
established. Supposing all the principles, and 
the effects supposed to be produced right, the only 
thing was, they were expected to have been pro- 
duced sooner than it was now found they were. 
He could not agree to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. He thought they should 
extend the time of withdrawing foreign coin from 
circulation for a year or two longer. Nor would 
he have it supposed, from this wish, that he was 
hostile to. the Mint; he originally voted for it, and 
was not now convinced it would not prove event- 
ually advantageous to the country. To give fur- 
ther time for the maturing of this subject, was 
doing no more than they were obliged frequently 
to do in other matters under this Government. 
“They were scarcely aware how slowly the laws 
passed over so. extensive a country as ours. He 
believed the law proposing to stop the circulation 
of certain species of foreign coin had done some 
good; but he believed it would have a bad effect, 
1f it were to take place in the ensuing Summer. 
He did not believe that a Mint establishment had 
ever before been contemplated for so extensive a 
country as the United States. In most countries 
where mints were established, there was, he said, 
agreat mercantile centre, which acted like the 
human. body, to circulate the medium of com- 
Tn this country, the case. was different. 
Some parts of the United States, he said, were al- 
most as much connected with other countries as 
they were with other parts of our own. In Great 
Britain for instance, when the coin got debased, 


it was always transmitted to London to be re- 
coined, and new coin could always be received in 
its stead. But, said he, we must be contented to 
move more slowly. In some instances, where 
mints had been established, there was not so much 
bank paper in circulation asin this country, which 
had been a means of retarding our progress. He 
was not, however, for giving up the object, be- 
cause their expectations had been, in some degree, 
deceived. He did not think the Mint could ever 
be supported by foreign coin alone; it would be 
necessary to be supplied with bullion also. Gen- 
tlemen had said, the effects of our coin had not 
heen felt at all. They had certainly been felt 
considerably in some parts. Some valuable plate 
had, of late, been brought to the Mint from foreign 
countries, more, perhaps, than would be brought 
in future. But he hoped further time would be 
given before foreign coin was attempted to be 
withdrawn trom circulation. 

Mr. R. Winttams was in favor of postponing 
the operation of the law, though he could not see 
so distinctly as other gentlemen the difference be~ 
tween the report of the committee and the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Virginia. The com- . 
mittee say French crowns, &c., shall be received 
for revenue, but shall not be acommon tender. If 
the report had made them a tender for all pay- 
ments under the Federal Government, he onch 
the report would have been of equal extent with 
the amendment ; as he supposed Congress had not 
the power of saying what should, or should not, 
be a tender in the several States. He thought he 
was warranted in this assertion by the Constitu- 
tion, in the eighth section of the first article of 
which it was said, “ Congress shall have the pow- 
er to coin money, regulate the value thereof, and 
of foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights 
and measures ;” and, in the tenth section of the - 
same article, where it speaks of what the individ 
ual States shall not do, it says, “no State shall 
coin money, emit bills of credit, make anything 
but gold and silver coin a tender in payment oi 
debts.” From these two passages of the Consti: 
tution, it was evident that the individual State: 
might make a tender of what coin they pleased 
provided they did it according to the value fixed 
upon it by Congress. So that the difficulty would 
not be so great as had been imagined, if the law 
was not postponed, though he thought it ought to 
be, as it had not been sufficiently notified. Ano: 
ther reason with him for wishing for a postpone 
ment was, that, if further time were given, the 
different States would make their tender laws 
conformable to those of the United States; if not 
they would keep up their present laws, and there: 
would be a clashing between them. He professed 
himself a friend of the Mint establishment, as he 
supposed the principles upon which it was found: 
ed were laudable and proper; but he was agains 
carrying any law into effect which would injure 
the people of the United States. ase 

Mr. Gauiatin said, he felt no kind of aversion 
to the Mint establishment itself; he wished to see: 
it well supported with bullion, and of importance. 
to the United States; but he felt some aversion to 
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the expenses of the establishment, without any 
benefit being produced from it. So far as this 
. went, the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Oris) might apply his observation to him of “ be- 
ing an enemy to the Mint ;” yet he thought that 
gentleman was mistaken in thinking the present 
question was so closely connected with the exist- 
ence of the Mint. He believed, if there were means 
of making the Mint establishment beneficial, they 
were not those proposed by that gentleman. There 
were two subjects before the committee; the one 
to suspend the act altogether, the other to leave it 
to operate on gold coin only. He believed a sin- 
gle view of the quantity of gold coin issued from 
the Mint since its establishment, would show the 
latter to be an improper measure. The whole 
amount of gold coined at the Mint on the 30th of 
September, 1796, was only the value of one hun- 
dred. and forty-nine thousand four hundred and 
forty-five dollars. 

When the laws relative to the suspension of the 
circulation of foreign coins were passed, it was on 
the idea that, at the time the provisions were to 
take effect, there would be a sufficiency of our 
own coin to supply its place. It was clear this 
was not the case; and he did not see how a per- 
son could*be charged with enmity to the Mint, 
because he was disposed to allow further time for 
its operations. It could not be expected, he said, 
under present circumstances, that much foreign 
coin should be brought to the Mint, until it were 
depreciated ; therefore, unless the amendment of 
his colleague went to depreciate it, they could not 
suppose it would go to the Mint. He drew this 
conclusion from what had already taken place; 
for out of ten thousand ounces of gold which had 
- been received at the Mint, not more than one 


employment without advantage, which could not 
be desired. But it had been shown by the gentle- 
man from Maryland, that, if the French crowns 
were in the banks, it would be impossible to get 
them to the Mint, from the expense of transporta- 
tion, and the loss which would be occasioned by 
the absence of the coin from their coffers. There 
was, in his opinion, a much easier way of replen- 
ishing the Mint, without encountering any of the 
difficulties which would attend the forcing out of 
circulation foreign coin; it was by making an ap- 
propriation of one hundred thousand dollars for the 
purchase of bullion, and this was the only way in 
which it could be effectually done. But this was 
not all; suppose all the foreign coin in circula- 
tion recoined into dollars, what would be the ef- 
fect? They would be exported by our merchants 
equally with Spanish dollars; whereas, whilst 
the silver remained in crowns, they were suffered 
to remain. Mr. G. said he had already observed, 
he was opposed to the Mint only, if no advantages 
could be derived from it; and if, after going into 
the business as far as possible, it was found the 
establishment could not be of any use, it certain- 
ly would be better to get rid of it. But whatever 
his opinion on this subject might be, it was un- 
connected with the present question. The report 
of the committee on the subject of the Mint, re- 
commended an appropriation of money, which 
was certainly the cheapest way of supporting it. 
When that report came under consideration, the 
question would arise whether the establishment 
was useful, or whether it should be abandoned. 
He hoped the amendment of his colleague would 
be rejected, and that of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia agreed to. 


Mr. Ors rose in reply, in the course of which 


thousand three hundred were in coin. Except,} he denied that our own dollars would be more 


therefore, foreign coin was reduced to the value 
of bullion, it would not go to the Mint, and it 
would certainly be unjust to reduce it whilst it 
remained in the hands of the people. In relation 
to foreign silver coin, a difference of opinion ex- 
isted whether the law should be wholly or parti- 
ally suspended as it related to it. In the first 
place it might be observed, that the proportion 
which French crowns bore to the whole amount 
of foreign silver coin in circulation was very 
small, and therefore no great advantage could be 
derived to the United States from throwing them 
out of circulation. But, said he, suppose all the 
French crowns in the United States were now in 
the Mint, and were to be recoined into dollars, 
where would be the advantage? He did not un- 
derstand that the object of the Mint was merely 
to put a certain impression upon money, but that 
we might preserve a proper control over our cir- 
culating medium, so as to keep it pure. Suppose 
the proportion of French crowns to dollars were 
as ten to one, would not the effect be, that nine- 
tenths of our circulating medium would still be 
ain foreign coin? Where, then, would be the ad- 
vantage? If the French crowns were~-debased, 
‘ there would be some reason for calling them in, 

-Put not otherwise. It might be said, it would 
give employment to the Mint; but it would be 


subject to exportation than French crowns. 

Mr. Brooxs wished the committee might rise, 
in order to give time for consideration. 

The question for rising was put and negatived— 
47 to 33. 

Mr. Macon said, it seemed to be the object of 
the friends of the Mint to force the foreign coin 
into the banks, and from thence into the Mint; 
but they seemed to have lost sight of those parts 
of the country where there were no banks. There 
was no bank, he said, from Alexandria to Charles- 
ton, which embraced at least one-fifth part of the 
whole Union, yet nothing was said about this part 
of the country. Unless the law was postponed, 
great inconveniences would be experienced in those 
parts of the country, as there were more crowns 
in circulation than had been supposed. As to 
what coin had been issued from the Mint, it was 
a mere trifle; it was scarcely equal to the ex- 
penses of Government, in the civil and military 
departments, for six months. 

The question on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. Srrereavzs being put, it was negatived with- 
out. a division. l 

Mr. Nichoras’s amendment then recurring for 
consideration— 

“Mr. Varnum thought it would be the best to 
move to suspend the operation of the second sec- 
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tion of the act, as he had some doubts as to the | but the present motion, he thought, showed great 
propriety of the expression used in the resolution. | 
Mr. Nıcnoras acquiesced ; and the question be- | dent of the United States. 
ing put, it was carried without a division. | My. GaLtatin said, it was very extraordinary 
The committee then rose, the House agreed to; that, upon an amendment to a bill vesting a power 
the amendment. and a bill was ordered to be re-; in the President of the United States, which was 
ported. | not given to him by the Constitution, because he 
i did not wish to invest him with the power, with- 
F D ber 15 out limitation, he should be charged with a want 
BDAY ener 15. `; of confidence and a want of respect. He suppos- 
A new member, to wit: PeLee Spracue, from | ed, that so far as related to confidence, they were 
New Hampshire, in place of Jeremiah Smith, re-i hound to give the President just so much as the 
signed, appeared, produced his credentials, was} Constitution required, and no more. Confidence 
qualified, and took his seat. : | beyond this he did not very well understand. As 
Mr. Wapswortn, from the committee to whom | to the motion’s containing a want of respect to the 


was referred that part of the President’s Speech | President, that charge was still less applicable. 


hostility, and the highest disrespect to the Presi- 
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which relates to the postponing of the meeting of 
Congress, in certain cases, reported a bill, which 
was twice read, and committed for Monday. 

Mr. Harrer, from the committee to whom was 
referred certain resolutions relative to the mode of | 
taking evidence in cases of contested elections, 
made a report recommending a law to be passed 
on the subject; which was twice read and com- 
mitted for Monday. 

The Speaker having read over the orders of the 
day, and no subject being called, Mr. Dent moved 
that the House adjourn, and the House adjourned 
to Monday. 


Monpay, December 18. 


_ On motion of Mr. Harpur, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on certain 
resolutions which were lately reported, prescrib- 
ing the mode of taking evidence in cases of con- 
tested elections. They were agreed to both in 
Committee of the Whole, and in the House, with- 
out debate; and a bill directed to be brought in 
accordingly. 

My. VENABLE, from the committee to whom was 
referred the resolution for suspending the second 
section of the act for regulating foreign coin, and 
for other purposes, reported a bill, which was 
twice read and committed for to-morrow. 


MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. Wapsworts moved the order of the day 
on the bill authorizing the President of the Unit- 
ed States to postpone the meeting of Congress in 


certain cases. The House accordingly went into 
a Committee of the Whole on the subject, and, 
after making a verbal amendment, the committee 
rose, and the House agreed to it; when 

_ Mr. Gatiatin moved a provision to the follow- 
ing effect: f 

“ Provided, That the day to which the meeting shall 
be postponed shall not exceed thirty days from the day 
to which Congress stood adjourned.” 

Mr. Harper could not see any good effect which 
this amendment was calculated to produce. If 
the gentleman were of opinion that it would not 
be safe to trust the President of the United States 
with the power of postponing the meeting of Con-. 

ress, in case of contagious sickness, or other: ca- 
amity, the safest way would be to reject the bill;- 


Respect, he said, could only be personal, and could, 
of course, only apply to the present President; 
whereas the bill under consideration did vot relate 
to him only, but to all the future Presidents of the 
United States. How the argument of disrespect 
to men not yet in existence could apply, he was 
at a loss to know. But, he said, it was no un- 
common thing, whenever gentlemen differed in 
opinion on any subject touching another branch 
of the Government, however harmless that opin- 
ion might be, to be charged with a want of confi- 
dence and respect towards it. He should, how- 
ever, never be deterred from acting as he thought 
right by such arguments. 

Mr. G. referred to that part of the Constitution 
where it is said that “neither House, during the 
session of Congress, shall, without the consent of 
the other, adjourn for more than three days, nor to 
any other place than that in which the two Houses 
shall be sitting ;” and also to that where power is 
given to the President “to convene both Houses, 
or either of them, on extraordinary occasions ; and, 
in case of disagreement between them with respect 
to the time of adjournment, he may adjourn them” 
to such time as he may think proper.” It wa 
clear, therefore, that the two Houses had the ex 
clusive power to adjourn to whatever time the 
pleased, only that in case of disagreement the Pre 
sident had the power to adjourn them; but this 
bill went to vest the power in the President of fix. 
ing another period of meeting than that agreed 
upon by the two Houses. This, he said, was:a 
delicate subject, and he thought they ought not, 
upon so slight a view as the present bill had re 
ceived, to part with a power, without some limit 
which the Constitution had placed in their hands. 
What was the ground, he asked, upgn which the: 
bill was founded? The President had suggested, 
in his Speech, the propriety of giving him th 
power, in case of similar returns of contagiou 
sickness, to postpone the meeting of Congress. °F 
had been suggested that in the month of Novem-. 
ber the President had had doubts whether he shoul 
convene Congress in another place, in conformit 
to the power vested in him for that purpose; bu 
that if he had had the power to have. convened: 
them a few days later, he would have doneit. The 
limited power which he proposed to give would 
enable the President, in any future emergency, t 
do this; and if, from contagious sickness, invasion 
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or any other cause, a longer postponement should 
appear to be necessary, he thought it would be 
better that Congress should be convened at some 
other place, than that such a postponement should 
take place. He did not think the President asked 
for more than this; and, so far from being disre- 
spectful, he thought it the only way in which the 
' pill could be agreed to. 

Mr. Harper admitted that if no other case were 
contemplated by this bill than the one lately ex- 
perienced, the proposed limit might be admitted 
as harmless, as, by the Constitution, Congress 
must have been in session about the beginning of 
December, and thirty days would not have 
elapsed from the second Monday in November to 
the period fixed by the Constitution for the meet- 
ing of Congress. He trusted, however, they 
should not pass a law without an object. Suppose, 
said he, Congress stood adjourned to the first of 
July or first of August, and a contagious disorder 
should break out, or an enemy invade the city, a 
few days before either of these periods, might it 
not be desirable that the President should have 
the power of postponing the meeting for longer 
than thirty days? If such a disorder were to 
break out in June, could it be supposed that it 
would subside in July, when it was clear to every 
‘one that nothing but frost will put an end to the 
contagion? This amendment, therefore, where 
it could be acted upon at all, would be mischiev- 
ous, and in other cases perfectly nugatory. As to 
>. ‘respect and confidence, he did not mean that 
` i they shoujd be induced by them to doan improper 

‘thing. But if it were proper to place the power 
in question in the hands of the President, he 
would not have it so placed as to be nugatory and 
foolish. The gentleman had found out that res- 
pect could only be personal, though all mankind 
had agreed that respect might be paid to officers 
separate from persons. He never supposed that 
the law would be particularly disrespectful to the 

present President, but it seemed to show too great 
sa jealousy of the Executive Department. The 
‘gentleman seemed to think the difficulty would be 
removed by the President’s having the power to 
‘convene Congress at a different place, but he did 
ot consider what expense and trouble would at- 
tend a removal of all the machinery of Govern- 
ment. He could not suppose that if the proposed 
power were placed in the hands of the President, 
that he would postpone Congress for a longer pe- 
riod at any time than was necessary. His own 
eredit would be a sufficient guard against this. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania himself could 
carcely believe that it would not. 
i Mr. Swanwick said, that when Congress ad- 
journed to any other day than that fixed by the 
“Constitution, they had doubtless some reason for 
doing so. If this were the case, why should they 
put it in the power of the President to frustrate 
their views? But the expense of removing the 
Government had been objected against. This 
„Could not be allowed to be so great an evil as the 
arting with the power which had been -vested in 
em of fixing their own time of meeting. He 
hotight the motion of his colleague te limit the 
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postponement to thirty days would be quite suffi- 
cient, if such power was necessary at all, though 
he thought that of convening Congress at any 
other place was sufficient to guard against the con- 
tingencies which had been mentioned. ` 

Mr. NıcmoLas believed gentlemen could not 
figure to themselves a case where, if a postpone- 
ment were proper, thirty days would not be a suf- 
ficient time. The Constitution said they should 
meet once a year, but that the two Houses should 
have power to adjourn themselves to any time 
they thought proper; and if they agreed to meet 
in July or August, as the gentleman from South _ 
Carolina had supposed, was it proper that the Pre- 
sident of the United States should have the power 
of preventing them? He would agree that in all 
likelihood his respect for his own character and 
his responsibility would, in general, prevent him 
from making an improper use of this power; yet 
it still was a power vested in the Legislature, and 
it should be recollected that in placing the differ- 
ent powers of the Government, there had always 
been a jealousy over the Executive. He could 
well suppose that cases might exist where the 
wishes of a President to do right might be coun- 
teracted by interest. It was possible that the Pre- 
sident and Legislature might have different views, 
and it might be extremely important to him, to 
effect his purposes, to have the power of postpon- 
ing the meeting of Congress. If these different 
cases were within the view of the framers of the 
Constitution when they arranged the several pow- 
ers of the Government, they ought to be touched 
with a delicate hand. The law before them was 
meant to operate principally against any future 
contagious sickness. To give the power of pòst- 
poning Congress for five or six months, would bean 
improper power. Nothing that he had seen. of 
the present Government could lead him to ae 
pose that such a situation of things as that which: 
he had mentioned should ever take place, by a. 
disagreement in the different branches; but he be-. 
lieved the distribution of powers had been made- 
with a view to these differences. He, therefore,. 
hoped the power would be limited. 

Mr. Taatcuer did not know that the House 
could be engaged on a subject of less importance: 
than the present amendment; for if they looked: 
back upon all the adjournments which had taken: 
place since the commencementof the Government, 
there had been only one or two cases in which the 
amendment could have operated ; and it. was not 
probable that in fifty years to come there would: 
be another. He supposed a number of cases in 
which the amendment would either have no 
effect ora bad one. | He hoped, therefore, it would 
be disagreed to. ; 

Mr. Wapsworta could. see no good effect 
which the amendment could produce, as. the time 
was already limited by the Constitutional day 3 
and thinking it unnecessary he should be opposed 
to if. ; 

The question upon the amendment was put, an 
negatived—45 to 44. 

The question now 
for a third reading, 


being on engrossing the bill 
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Mr. N. Smiru said he did not at present see 
the propriety of passing this bill, Perhaps gen-. 
tlemen in favor of it could satisfactorily explain 
its principles. They had not been explained. and. 
until they were, he should not be willing to vote 
for it. The Constitution, he said, provided that 
there should be one session in a year, commencing 
the first Monday in December. The bill before 
them provided that whenever an earlier period 


of meeting should be fixed by law, that the Pres- | 


ident should have the power to postpone the 
meeting, provided that the postponement did not 
go beyond the Constitutional day. Now he sup- 


posed there could not be a meeting of Congress | 


before the Constitutional day except by an ex- 
press law. If this were the case, it followed that 
whenever the Legislature should pass a law for 
an earlier meeting, they could at the same time 


provide for any difficulty which might arise. The | 


President might be authorized to delay the meet- 
ing, in case of necessity, to the Constitutional day 
or any other. But why pass a general law to 
provide for the inconveniences which may possibly 
grow out of some future law? He had heard of 
Legislatures providing for difficulties arising from 
laws which they had passed, but never for such as 
might be supposed would grow out of future laws, 
the passage of which was wholly uncertain. 
_ As well might they sit down and provide for 
‘inconveniences which may grow out of a law lay- 
ing a land tax, since’that law may pass, and some 
gentlemen may wish and expect it will pass. He 
thought, however, it would be time enouzh to pro- 
vide for the difficulties arising underit after it was 
passed. He might be told that the law, notwith- 
standing the objection he had brought against it, 
would do no harm; but this was not a sufficient 
reason for him to vote for it: before he did this, 
he must believe it would do good. 
The question on engrossing was put and nega- 
tived—58 to 32. Of course the bill was lost. 


EDWARD ST. LOE LIVERMORE. 


Mr. A. Foster called for the order of the day 
on the report of the Committee of Claims on the 
etition of Edward St. Loe Livermore, which 
being agreed to, the House went into a Committee 
of the Whole on the subject. 

kt appears that from the singular situation of 
the Judge of the district of New Hampshire, on 
the third of April, 1794, Congress were induced to 
pass an act, whereby the duties enjoined the 
‘district Judges, by the act, “to regulate the claims 
to invalid pensions,” were transferred, as far as re- 
lated to the district of New Hampshire, to the 
Attorney of the said district, whose duty it was 
thereby made to perform the same. 

The object of this petition is to obtain compen- 
sation for the discharge of the said duties, and as 
duties have been required and performed under 
the laws of the United States, by the petitioner, 


reasonable compensation, and submitted a resolu- 

tion to the House, authorizing the accounting offi- 

cers of the Treasury to-settle his account. 
This report occasioned some debate. 


| 


the committee conceived he was entitled to a| f 
f THE MINT. 


It was | enclosing a report, in pursuance to the order of 


| supported as reasonable by Messrs. D. and A, 
Foster, Gorno, and Brooxs, and opposed by 
Messrs. Nicnouas and Corr, on the ground, that 
no expense was ever contemplated to be incurred 
by the business in question, and that if they 
| allowed a compensation in this case, they might 
‘expect application from all the officers of the 
| United States, whenever any new duty was laid 
| upon them by laws subsequent to their appointment. 
; The report was negatived—43 to 31, and the 
| House concurred in the votes. 


FOREIGN COINS. 


Mr. Srrareaves said, the House had made a 
; subject the order of the day for to-morrow, upon 
i which he did not think they had sufficient infor- 
mation; he meant the bill relative to foreign coins, 
The last report which had been received from the 
Director of the Mint was in 1746, and all the 
calculations which had been made in the course 
of the late debate were founded upon that report, 
and not upon the present actual state of that 
establishment. He should, therefore, propose a 
resolution to the following effect: 

** Resolved, That the Director of the Mint be directed 
to report to this House a statement of all the bullion 
deposited in the Mint since his last report, and an ac- 
count of gold and silver coin issued from the Mint in 
the same period; distinguishing in the statement of 
deposites, the foreign coin from the bullion.” 

Mr. Nicxoxas had no objection to this motion, 
if it were not meant to postpone the consideration 
of the bill which the gentleman had alluded to; - 
as any postponement of that business Would have ` 
the effect, which some gentlemen had said was 
already produced, of doing all the mischief which 
the act, if not repealed, was calculated to produce. 
He could see no effect which this report could ; 
produce as to the bill in question. 

Mr. Sirereaves said, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia misapprehended his intention, if he suppos- 
ed he meant to delay for a single moment the 
business he alluded to. If he had any such inten- 
| tions, he would have taken a direct mode of effect- 
ing his purpose: he left it to others to pursūe 
their ends by indirect means. He wished only to 
i correct the statements which had been made on 
| the subject, collected from an old report; which 
might be done and sent to the House by to-morrow 
| morning. 

The resolution, as above, was adopted. 

SIXTH ARTICLE BRITISH TREATY. 


| On motion of Mr. Sirerzaves, the resolution 
| referring that part of the President’s Speech 
| which has a reference to a provision for the ex- 
| penses of carrying into effect the sixth article of 
| the treaty with Great Britain, to a committee, 
| was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
i Means. 


Tvuespay, December 19. 


- The Sreaxer informed the House, that he had: 
received a letter from the Director of the Mint, 


741 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Decemser, 1797.] 


Licenses on Stills. 


the House passed yesterday. This report states 
that it is not deemed prudent to take into the 
Mint more bullion than can be worked in one 
mass, when it comes from any of the banks of the 
city, from whence it can be had in a very short 
time when wanted; that deposites are now wait- 
ing till such as are in hand are finished; that it is 
expected the banks of this city and of New York 
will make deposites for about $300,000, in French 
crowns, but that these deposites are kept back 
until prior ones are paid off; that when there is 
sufficient bullion in the Mint to keep one press 
striking, this’will be done at the rate of from 
$18,000 to $20,000 weekly. The gold coin in- 
creases in amount according to its additional 
value. It is stated that the gold bullion deposited 
in the Mint since the 29th November, 1796, (the 
time at which the last report was made,) to the 
18th instant, was 5,997 oz. 15 dwt. 9. gr., value 
. $106,626 95. The quantity of silver bullion de- 
posited, during the same period, has been 42.151 
oz. 8 gr., value $48,635 76. The quantity of sil- 
ver coin issued since the last report, is stated to 
have been $12,546, 3.918 half dollars, 252 quarter 
dollars, 25,261 dimes, 44,527 half dimes; amount- 
ing in the whole to $19,320 45. That there were 
nearly ready for delivery in the Mint $34,000 in 
silver coins. It is also stated that the quantity of 
old coin issued, during the same period, has been 
,177 eagles, 6,406 half eagles, 1,756 quarter eagles; 
equal to the value of $128,190. 
. Mr. T. CLarporne moved the usual order for 
printing this report. 
~ Mr. Nicuotas had no objection to the report 
being printed, that it might be taken into coun- 
sideration when the subject of the Mint should 
ome before the House; but hoped it would be 
suffered to lie on the table until the bill, with 
which some gentlemen had supposed it to be con- 
nected, should be passed, in order that it might 
be referred to whilst on the table by those who 
‘wished it ; as he trusted they should not delay the 
consideration of the bill relative to foreign coin 
until this report should be printed. 
<- Mr. Tuarcuer could not see the use of print- 
ing the report, after the subject to which it allu- 
ded was disposed of. This would be like execu- 
ting a man and then trying him. The printing 
‘of these papers, he supposed, could not delay the 
business more than twenty-four hours, or forty- 
ight at most. He thought, therefore, it would 
be much better that they should be printed, than 
hat the Clerk should be frequently called upon 
‘to. read them, or that the members should collect 
themselves in clubs, as on a former occasion, 
[meaning the Quaker’s petition,] to read them in 
different parts of the House. i 
< The motion for printing was put and carried. 


-EVIDENCE IN CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


Mr. Harper, from the committee appointed to 
epare and report a bill prescribing the mode of 
king evidence in cases of contested elections, 
and to compel the attendance of witnesses, report- 
eda bill accordingly ; which was twice read, and 
ommitted for Monday. 


LICENSES ON STILLS. 


Mr. Harper called for the order of the day on 
the report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
on the petition of William Tomlinson and others, 
citizens of the State of Virginia; which being 
agreed to, the House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole accordingly. 

The petition states that, in consequence of the 
construction put by the Treasury Department on 
the acts for laying duties on spirits distilled with- 
in the United States and on stills, persons desirous 
of obtaining licenses for distilling, pursuant to the 
act of the 3d of March, 1797, on that subject, are 
required to make their election as to the length 
of time to which the license shall extend, and 
the time of its commencement in the month of 
June, the time fixed by law for making entry 
of stills. From hence they allege that great in- 
conveniences result to distillers, inasmuch as it is 
impossible to foresee, so early as June, what quan- 
tity of fruit or grain the year will afford ; and, con- 
sequently, for the owners of stills to judge when, 
and for what length of time they ought to take 
out their licenses. 

This construction, the committee find, has been 
adopted by the Treasury Department, and they 
conceive that it has been properly adopted ; but 
though they conceive the construction put on the 
act of May, 1797, by the Treasury Department, 
to be strictly legal, they are, nevertheless, of opin- 
ion that, for the reason set forth by the petitioners, 
it must, in its effect, prove highly inconvenient 
and detrimental both to individuals and the pub- 
lic. And they have the satisfaction to find that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, with whom they 
thought it proper to confer on the subject, agrees 
with them in opinion as to the expediency of al- 
tering the law so as to permit owners of stills, 
having duly entered them, to make their election, 
bo:h as to the time and the extent of their licenses, 
at whatever period may suit them best. In pur- 
suance of these ideas, the committee beg leave to 
present, for the consideration of the House, the 
following resolution : 


“ Resolved, That it is expedient so to amend the sev- 
eral acts respecting duties on spirits distilled within the 
United States and on stills, as to permit owners of 
stills, duly entered, to make their election at any time 
of the year, both as to the time of taking out. licenses 
pursuant to the said acts, or any of them, and as :to 
the period to which such licenses shall extend; and 
that the committee have leave to bring in a bill ac- 
cordingly.” 

Mr. GALLATIN proposed an amendment to the 
report. Besides the duty paid on licenses taken 
out for a shorter time than a. year, there was a 
duty of fifty-four cents per gallon paid by those 
who chose to enter by the year. This duty was 
no otber than a license by the. year, though not 
so called. The proposed resolution would not 
reach licenses by the year, though he thought it 
ought, as. persons taking outa license for a year 
were as much at a loss to know, in the month of 
June, whether their crops would enable them to 
distil for so long a time as to make it their inter- 
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est to do so, as those who took licenses out for a 
shorter period. The consequence was, that, in 
the part of the country from whence he came, 
scarcely any person ventured to take out a license 
for the year, but ran the risk of taking out a li- 
cense for a shorter period. This was inconvenient, 
as it probably left their stills for several months 
unemployed, and had an effect to injure the reve- 
nue. He hoped, therefore, the report would be 
extended to yearly licenses, as well as to those for 
a shorter period. 

Mr, HARPER seconded this amendment. He 
said it would have been introduced into the report 
if the committee had thought themselves at lib- 
erty to do so; but asthe petition referred to them 
did not complain of this part of the act, they did 
not think themselves authorized to touch it. 

The motion was agreed to, the committee rose, 
the House agreed to the amendment, and a bill 
was directed to be brought in accordingly.’ 


ANNA WELSH. 


Mr. Corr called for the order of the day on the 
report of the Committee of Claims on the petition 
of Anna Welsh; which motion being agreed to, 
the House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the subject. 

The petitioner asks for an allowance of the 
seven years’ half pay promised to the widows and 
orphans of certain officers killed in the service of 
the United States during the late war. It ap- 
pears that Mrs. Welsh’s husband was a captain of 
marines; that he served on the expedition to Pe- 
nobscot, and was there slain ; but the resolutions of 
Congress promising seven years’ half pay to the 
officers who fell in the service, did not extend to 
the widows of officers of the Navy ; the petitioner, 
as executrix to the last will and testament of her 
brother, George Hurlbut, deceased, further asks 
for an allowance of the commutation and land 
warrants, to which she apprehends she is entitled, 
on the principle that her brother continued in ser- 
vice till the end of the war. That gentleman 
was a captain in Sheldon’s light dragoons; he 
was wounded by the enemy, in the performance 
of his duty, at Tarrytown, in the Summer of 1781, 
and. languished of his wounds until the 8th of 
May, 1783, when he died. By the act of Con- 
gress. of the 2ist of October, 1780, half-pay for 
life ‘was promised to the officers of the Army who 
should continue in the service to the end of the 
war. This was afterwards, on the 22d March, 
1783, commuted for five years’ full pay. If Cap- 
tain Hurlbut lived to the end of the war, he was 
entitled to commutation, and. in his right, the pe- 
titioner, as executrix of his will and legatee, would 
be entitled, otherwise not. The question, then, 
arising is, when did the war end? or, in other words, 
was there an end of the war before the Sth of May. 
1783, the day of Captain Hurlbut’s death? On 
the solution of this question rests the claim of the 
_ petitioner for commutation, it being placed on the 
ground of contract only. The provisional articles 
of peace between the United States and Great 
Britain were signed November 30, 1782, and the 
treaty between France and. Great Britain, on 


which the efficacy of those articles was condi- «| 
tioned, upon the 20th of January, 1783. ) 

The first information Congress appeared to have 
had of them, was on the 24th March, 1783, when | 
the armed vessels cruising under commissions i 
from the United States were recalled. On the  . 
lith April, 1783, a cessation of hostilities was or- : 
dered by proclamation of Congress. On the 23d | | 
of April, Congress, by their resolution of that date, ` 
declared their opinion that “the time of the men i 
engaged to serve during the war, does not expire 
until the ratification of the definitive treaty of | 
peace.” : š 

By the acts of May 26, June 11, August 9, and | 
September 26, 1783, Congress directed parts of 
the Army to be furloughed, and, by their proclam- 
ation on the 18th October in the same year, they 
discharged absolutely, after the 3d of November 
then ensuing, such part of the Federal Armies as 
had been furloughed by the several acts aforesaid. 
On the 25th of November New York was evacua- 
ted by the British troops. The definitive trea- 
ty of peace was, in fact, signed on the 3d Septem- 
ber, 1783, but not received by Congress till about 
the middle of January, 1784. In the settlements . 
made for pay, &c., by the commissioners of 
Congress with the officers and men engaged to 
serve during the war, and furloughed as afore- © 
said, the 3d day of November, the day when: 
the troops were discharged by proclamation, has: 
been regarded as the end of the war, and they 
re been settled with, and paid to that accord- 
ingly. 

The committee state, had they found no resolu- 
tion of Congress which seemed to have determin- 
ed the question when the war ended, they might 
have been induced to fix on a period antecedent to 
the death of Captain Hurlburt, and consequently 
have been of opinion that the petitioner was enti- 
tled to relief; but as Congress seem to have fixed on 
a later period, by their resolution of the 23d April 
and by continuing in service the troops engaged 
to serve during the war, and paying the officers: 
and men till the 3d of November, 1783, as they 
were liable till that time to be called into service, 
and, in case of disobedience, would have been sub: 
jected to the penalties of the Rules and Artic] 
of War; and as the House of Representatives w 
der the present Government rejected a petition fi 
commutation, founded on principles exactly simi 
lar with the present, by the administrator to th 
estate of Major Torrey, who died in September, 
1783, the committee conceive they are not at lil 
erty to contradict authority and precedent, so r 
spectable: They therefore report, that the pray 
of the petition of the said Anna Welsh ought n 
to be granted. 

Mr. D. Fosrer said, the case was so fully state 
in the report, that he believed it would be unnece 
sary to say anything more than that Mrs. We 
had obtained the land warrant to which she ¥ 
entitled, from the War Office. ae 

This report was opposed by Messrs. Cort 
Brooxs, and Dayron, who insisted upon ‘th 
widow being entitled to her claim of commutatio 
on account of the services of her brother, as- thi 


as 
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war must be considered as terminated when the 
preliminaries of peace were signed, which was 
previous to his death, and if contrary decisions had 
been made, it was time they were reversed. In 
confirmation of what was asserted of the deserts of 
Captain Hurlbut, a letter and certificate of Gen- 
eral Washington were produced, which spoke of 
him in the highest possible terms. 

The report was supported, on the ground of pre- 
cedent, by Messrs. Dwieurt Foster, Macon, and 
NicHowas. 

It was finally negatived, there being only 21 
votes for it. 

Mr. Corr then moved a resolution to the follow- 
ing effect, which, after a few observations, was 
agreed to. : 

Resolved, That provision ought to be made by law 
for allowing to the legal representatives of George Hurl- 
but, a captain in the service of the United States, the 
commutation to which he is entitled. j 

The committee rose, and the House agreed to 
the resolution, and ordered a bill to be brought in 
accordingly. 

NORTH AND VESEY. 


On motion of Mr. Pinckney, the House went 
into a Committee of the Whole, on the bill for the 
relief of North and Vesey, of Charleston; when, 
Mr. Corr moving to amend the bill, by having the 
allowance to be made ascertained by the proper 
officers, instead of saying what it would be, Mr. 
Swanwick called for the reading of the petition, 
as he believed there was annexed to ita certificate 
from the collector of the port, of the quantity of 
sugar consumed; but the Clerk not being able 
readily to find the petition, a motion was made for 
the committee to rise and report progress; which 
being agreed to, the committee had leave to sit 
again. 


Wepwespay, December 20. 


Mr. Macon was persuaded that it would be of 
advantage to the revenue, as well as agreeable to 
citizens in the habit of distilling, if persons were 
allowed to take out licenses for a single week. He 
therefore proposed a resolution directing the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report on the ex- 
pediency of such a measure, by bill or otherwise. 
Agreed to. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill for the relief of North and 
Vesey, of Charleston; and, the petition having 
been read, the amendment proposed yesterday by 
Mr. Corr, to leave it to the collector of the port 
to ascertain the quantity of sugar destroyed, was 
agreed to—48 to 12; the committee rose, the 
House concurred, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 

Mr. D. Fosver reported a bill for the relief of 
the representatives of Captain George Hurlbut; 
which was twice read, and committed for to-mor- 
Ow. 


INVALID PENSIONERS. 


| Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what amendments are neces- 
sary to be made in the act relative to invalid pensioners, 
and to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. H. said, it must be recollected that fre 
quent application had been made to the House by 
persons who had been wounded in the war, for 
pension, who would have been duly entitled to it, 

| and to whom the House wished to have granted 
it, had not their claims been barred by the law of 
the 28th of February, 1795, with which the peti- 
tioners were generally unacquainted. Some of 
these cases had appeared to be so hard that, in one 
or two instances, the House had been induced to 
dispense with the law. He thought, therefore, it 
was proper that the law should be reconsidered. 

Mr. J. Parxer seconded the motion. He knew 
of several instances where persons were justly en- 
titled to pensions, who had never heard of the act 
of 1795, until their claims were rejected; whilst 
others, perhaps less dependent, were in possession 
of pensions. He hoped they should not longer 
deny the justice which was due to the veteran 
wounded soldier. 

Mr. Macon believed that, as all subjects of this 
kind were constantly referred to the Committee 
of Claims, they were, of course, better acquainted 
with the business than any other committee would 
be likely to be, he therefore moved to have this 
resolution referred to that committee. 

This motion was supported by Messrs. Cort 
and Nicuouas, and opposed by Messrs. 8S. SMITH, 
Parker, Harper, Brooxs, and Swanwick. It- 
was however, finally carried, there being 51 votes 
in favor of it. 


FOREIGN COINS. 


Mr. Nicuouas called for the order of the day on 
the bill suspending the second section of the act 
regulating foreign coins; which motion being 
agreed to, the House went into a Committee of 
the Whole on the subject. 

Mr. SircReAveEs wished to propòse an amend- 
ment to the bill, so as to make it @nformable to 
| the report of the select committee ; but as he be- 
lieved it would be difficult to incorporate such an 
amendment into the bill, without recommitting it, 
he should move for the committee to rise, with a 
view of afterwards moving a recommittal of the 
bill. He would not recur to the arguments used 
on a former occasion, in support of his motion. 
He wished to give the foreign coin in question a 
partial currency, which should give.it a natural 
current towards the Mint. A number of calcula- 


tions had been made on this subject, when former- 
ly under discussion, drawn from an old report 
from the Mint, which were very inapplicable to 
the present state of that establishment. 

By the report of 1796, it appeared that a greater 
proportion of silver than of gold coin had been 
issued ; but by this report the gold coin was nearly 
double since that time. It ‘appeared also by the 
report of 1796 that the proportion. of coins depo- 
sited, compared with ingots and other. bullion, was 
very small ; whereas, by the present report, it would 
appear that’ three-fourths of the whole amount of 
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the depositesin gold had been madein coin, and two- 
thirds of the silver. This report would also show 
that the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. S. Smita) 
was not correct in his remark when he said no 
bank in the United States would part with their 
foreign coin for the purpose of recoining, as not 
only three-fourths of the gold deposited had been 
in coin, but it was almost exclusively from the 
Bank ofthe United States. A great proportion of 
the silver coin deposited had also come from the 
banks ; and the Director informed them that in the 
banks of New York and this city there were the 
value of $300,000 in crowns, ready to be sent into 
the Mint. These statements furnished great rea- 
son for doubting the justness of the inferences 
drawn by gentlemen in the former debate, and 
gave additional weight to all the arguments in 
support of the report of the select committee. It 
appeared by the reports that there had been issued 
from the Mint of the United States coins to the 
value of $774,000. He had never seen any esti- 
mate of the whole amount of the circulating me- 
dium which would be necessary in this country 
for all its commercial concerns, nor did he know 
upon what data such an estimate ought to be 
made ; but when they saw the amount of the coin 
issued, and recollected the immense quantity of 
Spanish dollars in cireulation, as well as bank 
paper, bottomed upon actual specie in the coffers 
of the banks, there could be little doubt that there 
was a sufficient quantity of circulating medium 
for all the purposes of commerce, though the act 
of 1793 were now to go fully into operation, with- 
out even the partial suspension recommended by 
the select committee. The only evil which would 
result would be the loss which might be sustained 
by the holders of this species of coin ; but even if 
the law were suspended for two years, as pro- 
posed, the same evil would, in a great degree, then 
recur. Gentlemen greatly miscalculated, he said, 
when they supposed that in the mean time the 
foreign coin would by degrees be brought into the 
Mint. Indeed, they say it cannot be spared from 
different pattsgf the country ; and if so, it cannot 
be expected to come into the Mint, without a le- 
gitimate force to bring it there. A partial sus- 
pension would ‘produce this effect; and whilst 
this coin was received by the collectors, as usual, 
it could not diminish greatly in its value. Indeed, 
he was of opinion that it would be best to keep 
the Jaw as it stodd, and leave any regulation 
which might be necessary to the Executive of 
the United: States, who had already ordered it to 
be received in the way proposed by the select 
committee, and who would be the best judge of 
‘the regulations from time to time necessary. With 
respect to the foreign gold coin, as the law pro- 
hibiting that as a tender did not take place for 
some months, the holders of it might get it out of 
their hands before its value was diminished 3 and 
as to silver, he believed the injury was already 
done. If the act of 1793 were therefore suspend- 
ed, it would give the crowns a new value, and at 
the end of two years the same objection would be 
again urged, and the Mint in the mean time 
would be without support. He thought it was 


| 


proper, on this occasion, that those who wished 
to suspend the law, should come out with respect 
tothe Mint. He thought it best to go to the 
whole subject now, and let the act of 1793 stand 
or fall with the Mint. He moved that the com- 
mittee rise for the purpose he had mentioned, 

Mr. S. Surry was not much surprised at what 
had fallen from the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, as he was desirous of carrying his point. It 
would be a very convenient thing, at this time, 
for the city of Philadelphia to get as much of the 
money of the United States as possible into it. It 
would do away that scarcity of money so heavily 
complained of. But he did not think the gentle- 
man had succeeded in his attempt to correct the 
statement formerly made by him. He did not 
say that the banks of this city might not send 
coin to the Mint, but that no bank at a distance, 
for instance at New York or Baltimere, would do 
it, as they always stood in need of their coin for 
the supply of their customers. And he was war- 
ranted in this opinion by the report before them, 
as not a single bank out of Philadelphia had de~ 
posited a shilling in the Mint. And what, he 
asked, had the banks in Philadelphia done? ` He 
had merely doubted whether they would be able 
to spare their coin to send to the Mint; and he- 
found himself warranted in the doubt by the re- 
port. It was true the Bank of the United States 


had sent a considerable quantity of coin to the: 
Mint. This was a different thing from banks in 


general. They had alwa 
of Government de 
of Government; 


ys from 100 to $300,000 
posites, ready for the exigencies. 
and he thought it judicious of 
the Secretary of the Treasury always to have: 
such a sum of money at command ; but they might: 
surely spare a part of this money to be recoined, 
With respect to the silver, when they found the 
French crowns called out of circulation, they de~; 
posited them in the Mint, because they might as 
well be in the Mint as to lie dead in their vaults. 
Not one of the other banks had deposited one 
shilling in gold; but the banks of North America 
and Pennsylvania had sent in some silver. because: 
it was as well there as in their coffers. But what 
has been the consequence of this stoppage of for. 
eign coin? It has brought French crowns from 


nient thing ; 
who wished to carry on trade in other parts of the: 
Union. 
cutive had given orders for French crowns to be: 
received by our collectors at one hundred and teñ.. 
cents; but how, he asked, were they to be got to 
Philadelphia? Were th 
the public expense? If 
of no other way, it woul 


eash, 
certainly would. 
coin should þe previously issued to take its place. 
If what he advanced bore hard upon the Mint of: 
the United States, he could not help it; he thought 

the Mint founded in 
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migbt be the interest of his State to support the 
Mint, but he did not think it was the interest of 
the Union. Mr. S. conceived another consequence, 
if the law respecting gold coin was not suspended. 
Merchants were as desirous of exporting gold coin 
as silver, and there was as great a difficulty in 
procuring it when it was wanted ; but if its circu- 
lation were to be stopped, instead of holding it 
back, the banks would push it upon every body, 
and it would be mostiy exported. And how, he 
asked, was it to be got back? Nobody had said 
any thing on the subject but the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Sewaiu.) He said that 
doubloons, or four-pistole pieces, were imported 
at a loss of three-fourths of a dollar, and that these 
would continue to be imported. He did not know 
but small fishing vessels might be in the habit of 
thus dealing; but merchants, in any extensive 
business, made remittances to London, where 
doubloons were at their full value, and drew bills 
upon London, or sent the doubloons to the French 
West Indies, where they were worth the full six- 
teen dollars, and got articles in return which af- 
forded a good profit. They were in the habit of 
importing gold from Lisbon, when the exchange 
was against them; but there was a profit upon 
this gold of six grains upon a half joe. This was 
one of the inducements for importing gold; but 
it would be no longer an inducement, if they were 
to be no longer payable. Gold would therefore 
- be no longer imported. If the Mint were to be 

supported. the plan of making an appropriation 
$ for the purchase of bullion was the only one which 
wasatall feasible. He should of course be against 
the committees rising to recommit the bill. 

Mr. SireReaves wished to set the gentleman 
last up right as to matter of fact. He had said, 
no deposites had been made from a distance; but, 
if he attended to the report of the Director, he 
would find that he expected about $300,000 from the 
banks of this city and New York; and he was 
informed that $250,000 thereof were to come from 
‘New York as soon as the Mint was ready to 
receive them, and a guard was provided. 

v: Mr. B. Smitu said, he supposed these were 
rowns whose circulation was stopped. 

Mr. Swanwick observed that it sometimes hap- 
pened that Legislatures passed improper laws. 
“When they did so, they generally tended to correct 
hemselyes. What was the fact respecting the 
‘law in question? A law had been passed declaring 
that French crowns should not be a lawful tender 
after a certain period. That period was passed; 
ut the Secretary of the Treasury, in contradic- 
tion of it, had directed the officers of the customs 
“to. receive them as usual. Was not this an acknow- 
Jedgment that the law was improper and incon- 
venient? It would be well, he said, to take a view 
of the situation of our commerce, with respect to 
the circulating medium. The main object in the 

stitution of the Bank of the United States was 
o give a general currency to its paper, that it might 
ake the place of coin in a great degree; but they 
had been told by the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. Nicuouas,) that, though these notes were a 
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lawful tender in all payments to the United States, 
they were not current in the interior of the coun- 
try. .The chief circulating medium of the coun- 
try was, notwithstanding this, paper. Merchants, 
in paying their duties, generally gave a check on 
their banker; therefore, though our revenue pro- 
duce seven millions a year, but a small part of that 
sum is paid in cash. What, then, was the use of 
foreign coin? It was not wanted so much fora 
circulating medium at home, as for exportation. 
Much of it was sent to the East Indies and to Great 
Britain; and, though some gentlemen had said a 
gold coin of the United States was so scarce an 
article in the interior of the country, that when it 
was met with it was hoarded as a pocket-piece, 
he had been lately informed by a gentleman from 
London that he had seen a large quantity of our 
eagles in a goldsmith’s shop there, for the purpose 
of melting down: so rapidly, said he, do our eagles 
take their flight. Foreign coin being therefore 
necessary to pay the commercial balance due from. 
us to foreign countries, it would certainly be im- 
prudent to call it in. Mr. 8. was opposed to the 
power being vested in the Executive to regulate 
the business of making foreign coin payable, or 
not payable, at his pleasure. If the Mint estab- 
lishment were to be supported, it must be done, he 
said, out of the revenue received: asmallsum would 
do it. But why force individuals to bring their, 
crowns into the Mint? What advantage would 
there be in it? Could any one say this new mo- 
ney would stay at home? They could not; and, 
therefore, where he could see no advantage, he 
was not for putting any class of people to incon- 
venience. It were best, he believed, to let the 
business of foreign coin remain without restraint. 
Mr. Sewa tu said, the reasonings of some gen- 
tlemen upon this subject were so different. from. 
his, that he was almost led to doubt the conviction 
of his own mind. The gentleman from Mary-. 
land had referred to what he had said on a former. 
occasion respecting four-pistole pieces, and ob- 
served that a few small fishing vessels might carry 
on their trade in the way mentioned, but that 
merchants in larger concerns did not. It was true, 
the fact he alluded to was the way in which ves- 
sels that went with fish from the port from which. 
he came did their business at Bilboa. The gen- 
tleman said the business could be better done in. 
London. He certainly must have been ignorant 
of the subject, or he must have known, that, in 
the present state of warfare amongst the European 
Powers, remittances from. Bilboa to London could 
not be made; and when they were made, it was 
at a loss of from 15 to 25 per cent. He believed 
the dollar of Spain was worth 40d. sterling, but-it 
had been down as low as 28d., and was mostly at 
36d.; whereas the loss sustained on the importa- 
tion of gold was less than five per cent. ; so that 
it was much better to receive gold than make 
remittances from Spain to London. ~- Sometimes, 
however, the traders agree to lose from 15 to 25 
per cent. by drawing on London, when they have 
an article which will afford-an extraordinary profit. 
Taking the subject at large, he did not think so 
many. difficulties would attend the. suffering. of 
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the law to take effect as had heen predicted. At 
present, he said, we gave a sanction to foreign coin 
which was not given in any other country. The 
question was not whether they should say foreign 
coin should not be received at all, but whether, 
by our law, a man shall be obliged to receive it; 
which would be giving full credit to the coin of a 
foreign Goverment, over which we have no con- 
trol, and which may, of course, contain more alloy 
than it ought. At present, he said, our collectors 
received French crowns: banks would do the 
same. Gentlemen said this showed the inexpedi- 
ency of the law. He thought it showed the inex- 
pediency of disputing about the matter; and if 
there would be no inconvenience attending the 
law going into effect, it would certainly be more 
honorable to Government that our citizens should 
not be forced to receive foreign coin in payment. 
If the business were left in the way the Execu- 
tive had put it, the foreign coin, without producing 
any inconvenience, would take its course towards 
the Bank of the United States; for money did 
not need to be hauled along, it flowed like water 
through the country. Gentlemen had said that 
copper circulated in direct contradiction to the 
law; and, so far as it was necessary, the foreign 
coins in question would have a currency; but it 
was not necessary to force them into payment. 
He believed the new coin of the French Republic 
contained more alloy, and was of less value than 
those of the Monarchy; yet gentlemen would have 
all received. He hoped the motion would be 
agreed to, as he saw no good in postponing the 
business for two years. 

Mr. Nicwotas said the observations on this 
subject had generally admitted that there would 
be.a loss attendant on the calling in of the foreign 
coin in question ; but the gentleman last up had 
endeavored to prove thatit was the intention of gen- 
tłemen, in favor of suspending the act, to force for- 
eign coin to be received. It was astonishing that 
the gentleman could so far impose upon himself 
as to believe it possible to impose such an opinion 
upon the House. . The laws had heretofore said 
they should be received; they did not wish toadd 
to them. He believed they were not now to de- 
cide whether they would have our own impres- 
sion upon all the money in circulation, but whe- 
ther they should be justified in taking money out 
of the hands of citizens at a less value than that 
for which they received it. They had been told 
that the suspension of this act would be an in- 
trenchment upon the Mint law; that it would 
strike at the existence of the Mint; and that if 
the business were postponed, the same objection 
would arise at the end of the time to which the 
laws were suspended. The crisis now arrived, 
he said, was never in view when the law was 
passed; the Mint law had not been carried into 
effect; it directed that all foreign coin which 
came into the Treasury should be sent to the 
Mint and recoined. What would have been the 
consequence of this? Tf it were ever possible 
to fill the country with our own evin, it would 
now have been filled. But, instead of this law 
being complied with, not a shilling had been sent 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srt- 


to the Mint fromthe Treasury. The consequence 
was,a coin of the United States could not be seen, 
at least in the interior of the country. He averred 
he never did see an eagle pass in any current 
commercial transaction. He believed it impossi- 
ble to keep a circulation of this kind for any 
length of time; for the balance of foreign trade 
being against us, it must go to pay that balance. 
Mr. N. said he had attended to the report which 
they had received on this subject, and to the ob- 
servations of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that it ought to produce a different result in the 
committee. He had nothing but the gentleman’s 
word for it. So far as he could understand the 
report, he did not find this Mint operative, or able 
to do the work which gentlemen wished to give 
it. That it had done last year less than ever, and 
if it gets the $300,000 which are expected, upon 
the highest calculation of what it can do, (and not 
what it has done,) it will require seventeen weeks 
to recoin them. What would be the effect, then, 
if all the foreign coin were to come in? The 
banks would, of course, have the preference, and 
the other must wait until the Mint was ready to 
receive it, without benefit to the owners. Was 
this reasonable? And were gentlemen to be in- 
dulged in their plaything at the expense of the 
people? Mr. N. said gentlemen forced the Mint 
into discussion. They say it is necessary for its 
existence that this law should be,in force. They 
were constantly told that all the mischief which 
could arise from the stoppage of the silver coin 
had already taken place. His knowledge was 
the reverse. When he left home, the circulation 
had stopped, but persons holding crowns declined 
parting with them at a loss, relying on something 
being done for their relief. As to what the Ex- 
ecutive had done, in ordering French crowns to be 
received at the custom-houses, it would afford no 
adequate remedy. It was perhaps a very proper 
step for the Executive to take, though he did not 
know by what authority it was done; yet gentle- 
men wished to have the sole regulation of the 
business. He was far from being of this opinion. 
But, say gentlemen, if this suspension were to: 
take place for two years, the same inconvenience - 
would return. This, Mr. N. said, would depend» 
upon circumstances. If gentlemen were deter- 
mined to support the Mint, there were other ways 
of doing it, without taxing any particular part of: 
the people. If not,it might be put down altoge-* 
ther. It was not tied about their necks like a mill- 
stone to sink them. He trusted if it were iound 
an useless and unprofitable establishment, that it. 
would be relinquished. One result, Mr. N. said, 
he drew from the Director’s report, which was. 
that, whilst there were to the amount of $300,000. 
in French crowns in this city and New York, the 
quantity in circulation could not be so inconsider- 
able as some gentlemen seemed to insinuate. It’ 
confirmed his opinion that the amount throughout 
the United States was a serious one. He hoped: 
the committee would not rise for the purpose pro- 
posed. j 

Mr. VENABLE said it would be remembered that 
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owing toa paper currency in Spain, which had 
reduced the price from forty-eight to twenty- 
eight. The extent of loss, at this time, of remit- 
tances of that kind, was from ten to twelve anda 
half per cent. And so far from the gentleman 
being correct in saying that no remittances could 
at this time be made, it was the common course of 
business—as, though it could not be made directly 
to London, it was done through Hamburg, in the 
same way as remittances from Holland to London 
were made through Bremen. With respect to the 
report before them, the Director said they could 
coin from $18,000 to $20,000 per week. Let us 
see, said he, what has been done. The last depo- 
site was $29,000, from the Bank of North America, 
made there three weeks ago, and yet it was not 
finished. This varies from the report of the Di- 
rector. Supposing, however, that the Mint is 
capable of coining $15,000 a week, it would take 
a year and a quarter to coin a million of dollars. 
Mr. Srrereaves said, that the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Nicuo.as) had insinuated that his 
motion ought not to be carried, because he was, 
on a former occasion, opposed to the report, 
though now in favor of it. He did not oppose it 
altogether, but only as it related to gold coin ; he 
then tried the opinion of the committee with re- 
spect to gold coin; he wished now to try it with 
respect to silver, and to see whether they were not 
of opinion that the measures recommended by the 
Executive would not prove sufficient to answer 
every purpose. He had also noticed what he had 
said with respect to the circulating medium of the 
country. Because he had said he did not know 
the amount of the circulating medium, yet from 
the amount coined, and the dollars and paper in 
circulation, he believed no inconvenience could 
be sustained from the stoppage of French crowns, 
he had ealled it an extraordinary argument. It 
was not one of those things upon which any cer- 
tainty could be had. He might with as much 
propriety say it was sufficient, as that gentleman 
should say the contrary. It was their opinion. 
But the gentleman remarked, that the sum now 
said to be ready to be deposited in the Mint, was 
nearly half the amount of what had hitherto been 
coined. This was a fact, Mr. S. said, which ought 
to be a strong inducement with them to take the 
course he advocated; for, said he, what is the 
reason so little has hitherto been done? Did it 
not appear from the report of the Director of the 
Mint that it was owing to errors in thelaw which 
prevented deposites from being made? And had 
not these representations been uniformly disre- 
garded? It had, therefore, been for want of bùl- 
lion alone that the Mint had not done more work. 
The former Director had told them that the Mint 
was equal to the coining the value of three mil- 
lions of dollars of gold and silver coin in a year ; 
the present Director told them ‘from $18,000 to 
$20,000 a week in silver, which was about a mil- 
lion a year, and gold in proportion. Hence it.was 
clear that the capacity of the Mint was equal to- 
the issuing of three millions a year; so that it 
was not incapacity, but error, which prevented a 
sufficiency of coin from coming from’ the Mint. 
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GREAVES,) was on a former day opposed to the 
- report of the committee, though he now wished 
to favor it, notwithstanding his arguments were 
against it. He himself was one of the committee, 
and should have been satisfied with the report. 
Mr. V. thought the gentleman had used a curious 
sort of argument. He had said he had no data 
upon which to calculate what would be a suffi- 
cient circulating medium for this country ; yet he 
was certain there must now be sufficient coin to 
prevent any inconvenience from the stoppage of 
foreign coin. He did not think it safe to act upon 
such arguments as these. He said he was not 
much acquainted with commerce ; but some gen- 
tlemen had gone upon ideas which were very dif- 
ferent from those impressed upon his mind. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts had said that the 
only way to support the Mint was to depreciate 
the foreign coin; but this could not last long, for 
if it were depreciated, that depreciation would put 
a stop to its importation, Before he saw the re- 
port, Mr. V. said he supposed the operations of the 
Mint had been greater than they proved to-be. 
He was now satisfied that nothing would do but 
a suspension of the'law relative to foreign coin, as 
the Mint could not supply the circulation. In 
three years the Mint had coined $700,000. They 
were now indeed promised $300,000 from the 
banks. If, therefore, the Mint increased in its 
: operations, the country would be in a better state 
for dispensing with the circulation of foreign 
coin two years hence than it was at present. Had 
the Mint answered the expectations formed of it 
when the Mint law passed, there would not now 
` have been any occasion for the proposed suspen- 
sion. It was said that as the officers of the Cus- 
toms and the banks received French crowns, there 
could not be much loss upon them ; but the banks 
receiving them was a voluntary act, and they 
might depreciate or appreciate them at their own 
pleasure. This was not the situation in which 
the country ought to be with respect to the cir- 
eulating medium. The people wished to have 
the business regulated by law, that they might 
have some certainty in their money transactions. 

Mr. S. Sarva said the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had charged him with ignorance in the 
observations he had made with respect to the 
mode of transacting business between this coun- 
try and Bilboa; and though he was ready to con- 
fess he might, in some respects, be deemed ignor- 
ant on many subjects which came before that 
House, yet he did not think the term applicable 
on the present oceasion. The gentleman had as- 
serted that there was no way of importing coin 
from that country but by smuggling; but the true 
way of importing coin was to pay eight per cent. 
for the danger, five per cent. premium, and to sus- 
tain a further loss of five per cent., making in the 
whole eighteen per cent. The gentleman had 
stated that at present it was impossible to make 
remittances by way of London, and that when 
they were made, they were attended with a 
charge of from fifteen to twenty per cent. `The 
-gentleman had also stated the Spahish dollar to 

be as low as twenty-eight pence, but this was 
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The act for stopping foreign coin had already, in 
some degree, as they learnt from the report before 
them, corrected the error. 

Gentlemen had suggested another mode of sup- 
porting the Mint by appropriation. He had heard 
nobody deny that this would not be proper; but 
he wished the law to remain in aid of any appro- 
priation which might be made. 

Mr. 8. concluded with remarking, that he had 
inquired of one of the bank directors the reason 
why so great a proportion of gold coin had been 
sent to the Mint? and he told him it was owing 
to the gold being in so mutilated a state that 
they could not put it off to their customers. 

Mr. Gacuatin said, after what had fallen from 
the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Nicaouas,) 
he did not expect to have heard the arguments 
made use of by his colleague; after it had been 
stated that the law of 1793, which required the 
Secretary of the Treasury to send to the Mint all 
the foreign coin which came into his hand had 
not been complied with, he was astonished he 
should talk to them of the errors of the system as 
to deposites. It was said there were goo:l reasons 
for this breach of the law. He did not doubt this, 
because they knew the law had not been carried 
into effect. The reason why it had not, was not 
now under discussion ; but let it not be said that 
it was owing to a great part of the revenue being 
‘ paid in paper, because it was known that cash 

was always demandable for that paper. He did 
not mean to throw blame upon the department in 
the business, any farther than this: that, as it was 
their duty to carry the laws into effect, when they 
found it inconvenient to do so, they ought to state 
the inconvenience, in order that the law might be 
reconsidered. It was complained of that no ap- 
propriation had been made for the purchase of 
bullion ; there would have been no necessity for 
this, had the law been carried into effect, as all 
the money in the Treasury was appropriated for 
the purpose by the law dirécting it to be recoined. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Sew- 
ALL) complained that the law, making foreign 
coin legal tender, forced the people of the United 
States to receive a foreign coin which might not 
be of sufficient purity, and upon which they might 
suffer a loss. Mr. G. said, the gentleman was mis- 
taken as to fact, as no loss of this kind could be 
sustained, until the President issued a proclama- 
tion, declaring that a certain coin was of less value 
than it ought to be. The present question was 
“not, as that gentleman had stated it, whether they 
should give currency to foreign coin or not; but 
it was whether they should take foreign coin out 
of circulation before they got their own into cir- 
culation. The law consisted of two parts: the 
one was, directing that all money which came into 
the Treasury should be recoined; the other, that 
at a certain period foreign coin should be called 
out of circulation. But the first part not having 
been carried into effect, it was highly reasonable 
the operation of the second should be suspended. 
Mr. G. did not think the report of the Director of 
the Mint made any change in question. If any 
inference could be drawn from it, it was that the 
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and stood 68 to 25, as follow: 


lock, Demsey Burges, John Chapman, Thomas Clai- 
horne, William Charles Cole Claiborne, Matthew Clay, 
John Clopton, James Cochran, Joshua Coit, Thomas: © 


banks having sent a considerable quantity of for- 
eign coin to be recoined, they may probably con- 
tinue to do so, though the act be suspended. With 
respect to the deposites promised from the banks 
of New York and this city, he did not think they 
were of any consequence in the business, as they 
did not affect the main argument. .He said it 
should be the interest of the holders of French 
crowns to take them to the Mint, or not; if it 
were their interest, they would do it without any 
“legitimate force.” as his colleague had termed 
it; if not, they ought not to doitata loss. He 
should, therefore, vote against the committee’s 
rising for the purpose mentioned. 

Mr. Sewa thought it incumbent upon him, 
before the question was taken, to state that he did 
not apply the term “ignorance” to the gentleman 
from Maryland, generally, but merely as to the 
particular circumstance of which he spoke; nor 
should he have used the phrase. if another had 
occurred to him. Mr. S. also took some notice 
of what had been said by Mr. GALLATIN, respect- 
ing the proclamation of the President being ne- 
cessary, before any loss could be sustained by 
foreign coin containing too much alloy; but a 
proclamation of this kind would occasion as great 
difficulty, as suffering the law in question to con- 
tinue in effect. 

The question for the committee’s rising, in or- 
der to recommit the bill, was put and negatived, 
there being only 27 votes in its favor. 

The question was then carried without division 
for rising and reporting the bill. 

The House having resumed, Mr. Strarpaves 
called for the yeas and nays on the question of the 
bill’s going to to a third reading. Agreed to. 

Mr. Cuampuin said, as he intended to vote 
against this bill, and as several gentlemen opposed 
to it had taken very different grounds of opposi- 
tion, he rose with a view of merely stating the 
grounds upon which he should give his vote. He 
was as sensible as any member of the House of. 
the evils and inconveniences resulting from a cer- 
tain part of the act relative to the Mint; and if 
they could not be remedied in any other way than 
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he should certainly assent to it. But he was con- 
vinced that the provision contained in this bill to 
remedy those evils was both improper and unne- 
cessary : improper, as it would operate to the ruin: 
of the Mint; and unnecessary, as the select com- 
mittee, to whom this subject was referred, origi- 
nally reported a proposition which, if adopted, 
would put an end to all the difficulties consequent 
upon the operation of the act in question, as it 
now stood. He hoped, therefore, that the bill. 
would be negatived, and the original report of the.. 
select committee be again resorted to and adopted. 

The question being put upon the bill’s going. 
to a third reading, the yeas and nays were taken; 


Yzuas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas: 
Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Stephen Bul- 
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T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, William Ed. | relative to the case, which were not generally 
mond, Lucas Elmendorph, Thomas Evans, William known. 
Findley, Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, James Mr. CLAIBORNE objected to this; and 
Gillespie, Chauncey Goodrich, Andrew Gregg, Roger) Mr. BaLpwin suggesting the propriety of com- 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Robert | mitting it to the same Committee of the Whole, 
Goodloe Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Ha- | to whom were referred the subject of considering 
vens, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. Hos- | the expediency of excepting certain claims from 
mer, Walter Jones, John Wilkes Kittera, Edward Liv- | the operation of the limitation acts, this course 
ingston, Matthew Locke; Pamu Lyman, Jos: Machit; was adopted 4 
Nathaniel Macon, air McClenachan, Josep c- y a e : 
Dowell, Daniel Morgan, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Ps bill for the PA o and Vesey, e 
Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, John Reed, John Rut- | 774? Ea was read the third time and passed ; 
ledge, jun, William Shepard, Tompson J. Skinner, aS Was aise . i 
Samuel Smith, William Smith, Peleg Sprague, Richard The bill for suspending the second section of 
Sprigg, jun, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, John the act for regulating foreign coins, and for other 
Swanwick, Thomas Tillinghast, Abram Trigg, John | Purposes. . 
Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abra-| Two and three years were proposed for filling 
ham Venable, John Williams, and Robert Williams. | the blank for the duration of the suspension ; the 
Nays—George Baer, jun., Bailey Bartlett, David | latter, moved by Mr. GALLATIN, was carried. 
Brooks, Christopher G. Champlin, William Craik, John] The Speaker informed the House that he had 
Dennis, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Henry Glen, | received a communication from the Treasury De- 
William Gordon, William Hindman, James H. Imlay, | partment, enclosing the accounts of the Treasurer 
William Matthews, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, | for the quarter ending the 30th of September ; 
Isaac Parker, Samuel Sewall, Thos. Sinnickson, Samuel j which was ordered to be printed. 
Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, George Thatcher, Richard 


Thomas, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, and Peleg CAPTAIN HURLBUT. 
Wadsworth. 7 Mr. Corr called for the order of the day, on the 
The bill was accordingly ordered to be engross- | bill for the relief of Capt. Hurlbut ; which being 
ed for a third reading to-morrow. acceded to, the House went into a Committee of 
TENNESSEE LAND TITLES. the Whole on the subject, and reported the bill 


: without amendment. The House took it u 
Mr. Pinckney, from the committee to whom | when Ps 


was referred the remonstrance and petition of the| Mr. Nrcmoras hoped the bill would not be en- 
Legislature of the State of Tennessee, made a re- | grossed, but recommitted to a select committee, 
ort recommending that a sum of money should | jy order that a bill might be reported on the sub- 


e granted by Congress, and placed in the hands | ject ll _ if relief to be offered åt all’ 
of the President of the United States, for the re- Ne heped de Lap ARE pe ed E See : 


lief of such citizens of Tennessee as have titles to| Mr. Wittiams seconded the motion. s 
land by virtue of the cession act of North Caro-} Mr. Corr said, as there was no probability that 
lina, and who have been deprived of them by the | there could be many cases of this kind, he saw no 
carrying into effect the late treaty with the In-| reason for passing a general law on the subject. 
dian claim, or in such other manner as the Presi- | He had only heard of one other case. 
dent of the United States shall think proper, for! Mr. Nicaouas said, that though gentlemen 
the relief of the said citizens. . might amongst themselves have concluded that 
This report was twice read, and committed for | the Revolutionary war ended in January, 1783, 


Monday. yet he believed the representatives of persons who 
served during all the actual war till the year 1781, 

Tuurspay, December 24. and died before 1783, would suppose they had 

Mr. ALLEN proposed a resolution to the follow- ground for making application, except the House 
ing effect ; which was agreed to: came to some express declaration on the subject. 


For his part, he saw no difference between the 
case of aman who died at one time or the other ; 
he thought the war continued so long as the enë- 
my’s pe remained in the country. : 
Mr. Brooxs was in favor of the motion; for 
AMY DARDIN. | though there might be but few instances of this 
Mr. T. CLAIBORNE moved that the report of the | kind; he wished them all to be put upon the same 
Committee of Claims, on the petition of Amy | footing. The enemy evacuated New. York, he 
Dardin, be referred to a Committee of the Whole. | said, on the 25th of November; he was present at 
a The SPEAKER said, that the report having been | the time; but the Army had been generally dis- 
negatived at a former session, and a bill brought | charged on the 3d of November. He supposed.a 
in for her relief, but not decided upon, the proper | variety of considerations had induced Congress to 
motion would be, to appoint a committee to bring | determine the war asclosed at the time they had 
in a bill. fixed. a 
- Mr. Cratporne made that motion, which Mr.| Mr. Gorpon was in favor of the motion. . The 
Corr moved to be referred to the Committee of | gentleman from Connecticut had founded the 
Claims, in order that they might report the facts | claim of Captain Hurlbut on his contract, and 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what alterations are necessa- 
ry to be made in the act establishing the Judiciary De- | 
partment, and that they report by bill or otherwise. | 
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had therfore had recourse to fixing the period of 
the termination of the war at a different time than 
that fixed by Congress. When they were about 
to declare the determination of a former Congress 
wrong, he thought they should do it expressly, and 
not by implication; and he trusted the gentleman 
from Connecticut was not afraid of being called 
upon to do justice in other cases, which stood 
upon the same ground with the present. 

Mr. A. Foster said, this construction of the 
termination of the war would embrace more cases 
than was imagined; he supposed it would extend 
to soldiers as well as officers, who died after that 
period. , 

Mr. NıcuoLas’s motion was put, and carried. 

Mr. Varnoum moved to amend the motion, by 
including soldiers who died after the signing the 
preliminary articles of peace, as entitled to the 
gratuity of eight dollars, which was allowed to 
those who served to the close of the war. Agreed 
to. 


LOUIS LE GUEN. 


Mr. Cort moved for the order of the day on the 
report of the Committee of Commerce and Man- 
ufactures on the petition of Pierre Joseph Fla- 
mend, in behalf of Louis Le Guen; which being 
agreed to, the House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the subject. 

The petitioner states that, on the 16th of Sep- 
tember, 1795, William Macarty, Esq., the Consul 
of the United States at the Isle of France. there 
shipped on board the brigantine Mary, Captain 
Robertson, of Philadelphia, twelve casks of indigo, 
consigned to George Latimer, Esq., of Philadel- 
phia, owner of the said brigantine, who was de- 
sired to deliver the same to the shipper’s orders ; 
that the said indigo arrived here in January, 1796 ; 
was duly entered at the custom-house, and the 
duties paid by George Latimer, Esq., who stored 
the same, waiting for orders to whom to deliver the 
same}; and that these orders were delayed by acci- 
dents of the sea, from arriving till within the last 
fortnight, when Louis Le Guen received the same, 
and applied for the indigo to Mr. Latimer, who 
delivered the same, and confirmed on oath all the 
facts, above stated, as far as they relate to him; 
but by the delay of the arrival of the letters of ad- 
vice and bills of lading, the time had elapsed in 
which the indigo might be exported and entitled 
to drawback; wherefore the petitioner prays for 


an extension of the time to export the said indigo, 


with the usual allowance of drawback on exporta- 
tion, The Committee of Commerce and Manu- 
factures were of opinion that, as the loss of time 
arose only by the distance of the Isle of France, 
and accidents to letters, and not by any fault in 
the petitioner; and as there was no probability of 
any precedent of this kind frequently occurring, 
they thought it but just and reasonable the prayer 
of the petitioner should be granted ; and therefore 
recommend the House to come to the following 
resolution: 


Resolved; That a committee be appointed to bring in 
a bill in pursuance of the prayer of the petitioner. 


„and that to deny the prayer of the petition would 


Mr. Swanwick moved that the committee con- 
cur with the report. 

This motion called forth considerable debate. ~, 
It was opposed by Messrs. Cort, GALLATIN, J. 
Wiis, ALLEN, Gorpon,and Enmon, on the 
ground of its proving a dangerous precedent, as 
many cases might occur that would induce mer- 
chants to keep their goods past the twelve months 
allowed by law, before they exported them ; that 
no accident had occurred in the business; that 
Mr. Le Guen, at the time of shipping the goods, 
knew the risk he would run of losing the draw- 
back; that he chose between two evils, and rather 
than risk the sending advices in the same vessel 
with his goods, (which would have proved them 
to be French property,) he chose the lesser evil of 
risking the loss of the drawback; that if persons 
chose to run those risks, the Government had 
nothing to do with it, and it ought to have no 
Operation upon our laws; but if subjects of the 
belligerent Powers chose to put their property on 
board our vessels, under the American mantle, 
they ought not to expect the additional advantage 
of asuspension of our laws in their favor. Mr. 
ALLEN, in particular, cast a severe censure upon 
our Consul in the Isle of France for having con- 
nived at this deception; and that to grant the 
prayer of the petition would be a scandalous par- 
tiality in favor of one of the belligerent Powers. 

The motion was supported by Messrs. Swan- 
wick, Livinesron, S. Smita, J. PARKER, PINCK- 
Ney, and Brooxs, on the ground that there had. 
been no omission on the part of Mr. Le Guen ; 
that it had been owing to the accidents of the: 
sea, that advice was not received in due time; 
that it was never intended that goods not con-: . 
sumed in this country should pay the duty; that. — 
in England, whose practices in this respect we, : 
have copied, a business of this kind would have 
been rectified by their board of trade, without: 
bringing the matter before the Legislature: that 
it would have been a mark of great folly to have: 
sent any papers by the vessels which conveyed’ 
the property, which would have proved it to have 
been French, knowing as the party did, that 
French property on board our vessels was liable 
to be taken by the English ; that so far from there 
being any moral turpitude in thus carrying the 
property of persons, subjects of any of the belli 
gerent Powers, it was a very profitable branch of- 
our trade, and that the Consul at the Isle of 
France was perfectly justifiable in consigning 
the goods as he had done. 

Mr. Pinckney was of a different opinion as to. 
the conduct of the Consul. He thought it deci- 
dedly wrong that he should have had anything. 
to do in the business, though he justified our thu 
carrying the property of the subjects of the bell 
gerent Powers; that no American vessel woul 
receive property on board belonging to any bell 
gerent Power, which should be entered as such 
that in allowing the prayer of the petition, Gov: 
ernment would show no more partiality to an 
belligerent Power than was shown daily in allow- 
ing foreigners a drawback on goods exported; 
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be such a dereliction of justice, as it was trusted 
that the House would never consent to. 

The committee rose without taking a vote on 
the subject, and had leave to sit again. 


Fripay, December 22. 


A bill from the Senate for the relief of William 
Imlay, Commissioner of Loans for the State of 
Connecticut, was twice read and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


GENERAL KOSCIUSKO. 


Mr. Dawson wished to call the attention of 
the House toa subject, which, he doubted not, 
would interest the feelings of every member. 
The subject he alluded to was the situation of 
General Kosciusko. It was a fact well known to 
every man in this country, it was a fact known 
to the world, that this brave man entered into 
the service of the United States, at an early pe- 
riod of our Revolutionary war. When this ser- 
vice was ended, he received from the Govern- 
ment a certificate of what was due to him. He 
returned to Poland, his native country; there, 
animated by the same spirit which had led him 
to take a part in our struggle for independence, 
he endeavored to overthrow the existing tyranny, 
and to introduce in its place liberty and inde- 

endence. For some time his attempt seemed 
ikely to be crowned with success; but, on the 
fatal 10th of October, 1794, overpowered by num- 
bers, he was defeated and taken prisoner. Cov- 
ered with wounds and with glory, he was con- 
ducted to the prison of Petersburg. When he 
was released from thence, he immediately set out 
to this country, here to spend the remainder of 
his life. He was now within this city; but, from 
the wounds he had received in his arduous but 
unsuccessful conflict, he was unable to walk, or 
to attend to any business. The unfortunate day 
on which he was taken prisoner, he lost his all, 
and with it the certificate of the services rendered 
to the United States. He was unable, therefore, 
to obtain a settlement of his account at the Trea- 
sury. To set aside all difficulty in the matter, 
Mr. D. proposed to offer a resolution to the con- 
sideration of the House; and as it was justice 
only which he sought for this brave man, he 
doubted not that a spirit of justice would insure 
its adoption. It was to the following effect: 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
and report whether any, and, if any, what provisions 
are necessary, to obtain payment of the claim of Gen. 
Kosciusko on the United States.” 

Mr. J. Parker seconded the motion. He hoped 
the resolution would be agreed to, and that imme- 
diate attention would be paid to the unfortunate 
gentleman, as he believed, except he made use of 
the grant made to him by the Emperor of Russia, 
which, he believed, he was disinclined to do, for 
considering his predecessor as the chief cause of 
_ his own misfortunes, and those of his country, he 

‘did not. wish to be under ebligations to him. The 
` certificate given to the General on. his departure 


from hence, was for $12,800, upon which he had 
received only one year’s interest. He hoped, 
therefore, as he had the misfortune to lose his 
certificate, at the time he was taken prisoner, that 
the House would take such measures as should 
enable him to receive the amount of his certifi- 
cate, with the interest due thereon. 

Mr. Corr moved that the resolution should be 
committed to the Committee of Claims, but after- 
wards changed his motion so as to make that 
committee the committee to inquire and report, 
instead of a select committee. He professed to 
have no other object in these motions than that 
this claim should take the same course with other 
claims. 

The motion was supported by Messrs. ALLEN, 
J. Wiuttams, Macon, and Epmonp. It was op- 
posed by Messrs. J. PARKER, LivinesTon, GALLA- 
TIN, Brooxs, Nicnouas, HARPER, SHEPERD, OTIS, 
Pincxney, Swanwick, S. Surru, T. CLAIBORNE, 
and McDowELL. 

The motion for a reference to the Committee 
of Claims was lost—59 to 33. 

Mr. Pincxney said, that as this claim was dif- 
ferent from most others which came before that 
House, and having himself had something to do 
in the business, he would state to the House what 
he knew of it. Previous to General Kosciusko’s 
return to Poland, whilst he was in Germany, he 
applied to the Polish Ambassador in London, by 
letter, requesting him to make application to the 
American Minister there for payment of a part 
of the money due to him from the United States. 
The mode of transacting this business was this: 
The interest arising from the certificate granted 
to the General, was made payable in Paris; but 
from the change which took place in the French 
Government, the General did not know how to 
receive it there, which was the reason of his 
making application, throagh the Polish Minister 
to him (Mr. P.) in London. Mr. P. wrote to the 
American Minister in Paris for an order on the 
bankers of the United States in Holland, but 
having in the meantime received a letter from 
Gen. Kosciusko, requesting the money to be sent 
for him to Ratisbon or Leipsic, he (Mr. P.) sent 
an order to Amsterdam, requesting the bankers 
there to transmit the money either to Ratisbon 
or Leipsic, as the exchange should be most ad- 
vantageous. In the interim General Kosciusko 
returned to Poland, and he supposed he then had 
no time to attend to this business. He never 
heard any more upon the subject until he saw the 
General in Philadelphia, when he found. this 
money had not been received by him; so that he 
supposed it yet lay in the hands of the Leipsic 
or Ratisbon banker. 

Finding this to be the case, Mr. P. immediately 
wrote to the banker at Amsterdam, requesting 
him to redraw the money, and to transmit it 
here for the General’s use. But, as he might, in 
the meantime, stand in need of it, it might be 
proper in the. United States to anticipate its re- 
turn, by settling the acount with the General.. He 
hoped in whatever way this business was effected, 
it would -be in such.a way as not to wound the 
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feelings of a man who had deserved so well of this 
country. ; 

-On a suggestion of Mr. Srrerzaves, instead of 
appointing a committee, the Secretary of the 
Treasury was directed to make a report what 
“Legislative provision was necessary, &c.” 

This motion was carried by 49 to 40; but what- 
ever difference of opinion there was in the House, 
as to the mode of doing the business, there seemed 
to be but one sentiment, as to the propriety of 
complying with the spirit of the resolution. 

COUNT DE GRASSE. 


Mr. Livineston said, it would be seen by the 
report of the unfinished business, that a bill passed 
that House in February last, for the relief and 
protection of American seamen, but not being 


acted upon by the Senate, he found it would be | 


necessary to bring forward the business anew in 
the House of Representatives. He should, there- 
fore, move that a committee be appointed to bring 
ig a bill for this purpose on Tuesday next. Whilst 
he was up, Mr. L. said he should present a peti- 
tion from the daughters of the late Count de 
Grasse. The petitioners state their funds as ex- 
hausted, principally by paying debts contracted 
before the grant ot Ooi and not having yet 
received any returns from the estate left them in 
Port-de-Paix, they pray for the further assistance 
of Congress, until they can get possession of their 
patrimony. After the report of a committee on 
their former application, Mr. L. moved that this 
petition be referred toa select committee. 

Mr. Corr moved to have it referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. This motion was negatived— 
there being only 22 votes in favor of it; the mo- 
tion for a reference to a select committee was then 
carried without a division. A committee of five 
‘was appointed. 
: LOUIS LE GUEN. 


The order of the day being called for on the 
report of the Committee of Commerce and Manu- 
factures on the petition of Louis Le Guen, the 
House went into a committee on that subject; 
and, after some observations from Mr. Corr 
against the report, and by Mr. Swanwick in favor 
of it, the question was taken, and the report in 
favor of the petitioner negatived—there being only 
22 members for it. 

The House being resumed, on the motion being 
put for a concurrence with the Committee of the 
Whole in their disagreement to the report, Mr. 
J. Parker called for the yeas and nays upon the 
question’; but as one-fifth of the members present 
did ‘not rise in favor of the motion, (which is ne- 
cessary according to the rules of the House,) it 
was lost. The motion to concur was then car- 
ried—58 votes being in favor of it. 


Tuespay, December 26. 


Mr. Livingston, agreeably to the notice he had 
formerly given, moved that a committee be ap- 
pointed to bring in a bill for the relief and protec- 
tion of American seamen; which was agreed: to. 

A report from the Committee of Claims, di- 


rected to consider the bill for the relief of William 
Imlay, sent from the Senate, was made; recom- 
mending an agreement to the same; the report, 
being read a second time, was referred, together 
with the petition and bill, to a Committee of the 
Whole on Thursday next. 


EVIDENCE IN CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. Harper, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, Mr. Jonn 
Wiuxes Kirrera in the Chair, on the bill direct- 
ing the mode of taking evidence in the cases of 
contested elections; and, after some time spent in 
considering the same, during which the bill re- 
ceived sundry amendments—among others was a 
clause to limit the duration of the law till the : 
end of the first session of the sixth Congress. ` 
This clause was moved by Mr. Havens, and se- | 
conded by Mr. Srrereaves; it was opposed by | 
Mr. Harper as destructive to the object of the 
bill. Mr. NicHoas saw no injury that could re- 
sult from it, but believed it to be the only mode 
of reconciling a majority to the bill— 

At length the committee rose and reported 
progress. . 


PROTECTION OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. SewaLL reported, from the committee ap- 
pointed on that part of the President’s Speech re- 
ating to the protection of commerce, that it 
was proper to regulate the arming of merchant 
ships by a Legislative provision instead of an 
Executive one; this report was accompanied by 
circulars from the former Secretary of War, and 
the present Secretary of the Treasury, treating on 
the same subject ; and bya bill, as a supplement to 
the act of June, 1794, providing punishment for 
fitting out ships of war or naval armaments. 

These papers were ordered to be printed, and 
the bill having been read a second time, and 
agreed to be referred to a Committee of the Whole, 
a motion was made by Mr. Nicuoxas to make it 
the order of the day for the first Monday in Feb- 
ruary next; other days were named, viz: Monday 
and Thursday next. 

The question was taken on the most distant 
day and carried—40 members rising in favor of 
it, and 37 against it. 

Mr. Sueparp said he ‘had voted for the most 
distant day under a mistake, as he conceived the: 
motion to be for the first Monday in January; he 
wished the vote might be reconsidered. f 

The Speaker informed that such a motion 
must be seconded by a member who voted in the 
majority, or it could not be put. A : 

Mr. Morean, who had voted on the same side.. 
with Mr. SsErarp, and wished to give the latte 
an opportunity of voting according to his inten 
tion, seconded the motion. : 

Mr. Pinckney said, if the question were to b 
reconsidered, he should wish to hear the reasons. 
why gentlemen wished the subject to be so long. 

ostponed. He thought the provisions in this: 

ill were much better than those which at preseiit 
regulated the arming of vessels; he wished, there- 
fore, that the business might not be so long: 
deferred. a 
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Mr. Oris hoped the vote would be reconsidered. 
He thought a much less time would be sufficient 
for gentlemen to investigate this subject. He 
wished that the business might be coolly examined, 
and that such measures might be adopted, with 
respect to the arming of our merchant vessels, as 
the good of the country required; and not, when 
a subject of as great magnitude as any which 
might be discussed during the session, was brought 
before the House, that the consideration of it 
‘should be postponed, by a silent vote, for four 
weeks. He thought such a measure very extra- 
ordinary, and pregnant with humility and dis- 
grace to the country, at a time when our suffer- 
Ing commerce called aloud for protection. Whe- 
ther they would protect it or not, is a question 
which should be fairly considered and determined 
‘upon; but, when a proposition was brought for- 
ward, which had a view to this subject, by what 
latent fear, he asked, were gentlemen palsied, that 
such a measure should be thus procrastinated ? 
He invoked the Genius of the Country to rescue 
the Union from the disgrace which hung over it; 
that at a time when the commerce of the country, 
which had so greatly contributed to its prosperity, 
lay prostrate, and a bill was reported which had 
in view its protection, a motion should be agreed 
to to postpone the consideration of it for four or 
five weeks. He hoped gentlemen would not 
persist in thus acting; he wished as long a time 
to be given as was necessary for considering the 
subject, but not that it should be laid behind the 
curtain, on account of any fears which gentlemen 
were unwilling to disclose. ` 

Mr. Harper trusted his friend from Massa- 
chusetts, when he informed the House he should 
be against reconsidering the question, would not 
impute his conduct to fear. He voted for making 
this subject the order of the day for the first 
Monday in February, not because he felt any fear, 
but he did it, and he should do it again, because 
the bill brought into view a subject, for the dis- 
cussion of which they were not prepared. Why 
not prepared? Because, at the last session, they 
had negatived, contrary to his opinion of what 
ought to to have been done, the defensive mea- 
sures then proposed; for he then thought. and con- 
tinued to think, that it would have been well to 
: have followed up pacific steps by energetic mea- 
sures of defence. He did all he could to induce 
the House to be of this opinion, but he was not 
successful; and as it had been resolved to leave 
the state of things as they found them, he meant 
to adhere to this resolution until he heard from 
our negotiators. Whenever the time should come 
_ for this country to take measures of defence, he 
trusted his friend from Massachusetts would not 
find him behind hand; if there was a necessity 
for repelling force by ‘force, he believed there 
would not be much difference of opinion in the 
House on the subject, at least he should be found 
ready so to determine. But he thought it would 
be well to postpone: the further consideration of 
his bill till the period proposed. If intelligence, 
ñ the meantime, were received from our negotia- 
‘tors, they could call it up sooner by a vote of the 


House. Mr. H. said, when he gave his vote, he 
understood the time to be the first Monday in 
January; but he was well satisfied to. let the 
business stand as it was. 

Mr. Rurienee did not think the reasons which 
his colleague had given for his vote were so 
weighty as those upon which he generally acted. 
He represented this as a hostile measure. For 
his part, he did not view it in that light, but 
merely as a measure of precaution. He believed 
the merchants had a right to arm, and he believed 
they would arm; and he thought it right for 
Congress to say they should arm, only under cer- 
tain restrictions; and he did not think that a ma- 
jority of that House, from hearing the bill once 
read, could be prepared to say the restrictions 
therein contained were improper or incompetent, 
and that the bill was incapable of being modified 
in such a way as to effect the end proposed. All 
that was asked for was discussion. If, when it 
came to be examined, the bill could not be so modi- 
fied as to answer the purpose—or, if it should be 
thought that war would be the probable conse- 
quence of its adoption, then let it be. rejected. 
But why, exclaimed Mr. R., in the name of ci- 
vility, of politeness, of prudence, may it not be ad- 
mitted to a discussion? He had not long hada 
seat in that House, but it was the first time he 
had seen a subject so disposed of by a silent vote. 
His colleague had said the subject, notwithstand- 
ing the postponement, could at any time be called 
up by a vote of the House; he also knew that if 
an earlier day were fixed upon, it would always 
be postponed, and this was a much more usual 
course of acting. The delay was proposed, it was 
said, that we might, in the meantime, hear from 
our commissioners. He thought so long a delay 
unnecessary on this account. He expected to 
hear from them daily and hourly. The first 
easterly wind might waft their despatches to 
hand. Besides, if they went on to mature. the 
business, and the negotiation should terminate in 
such a way as to prevent the necessity of defen- 
sive measures, no mischief would have been done; 
but if the negotiation should have a different ter- 
mination, and they did not go on with this busi- 
ness, so much time would have been lost. He 
had little doubt, from the very prompt mode. of 
negotiation practised in France, that the issue of 
our negotiation would be long unknown; he 
wished, however, their usual promptness might 
not take place, and that we might not receive 
quite so early intelligence. But, exclaimed Mr. 
R., is this a declaration of war? No; though it 
might appear to be so, from the strong fears of 
some gentlemen. If the proposition were to go to 
war to-morrow, those fears could not be stronger; 
though, in reality, the question was no mere than 
to arm merchant vessels against pirates; a mea~ 
sure quite as safe as arming persons for their de- 
fence, when going into a back country, agaitist 
Indians or others who might attack thems- The 
House had been told some days ago, by a gentle- 
man from Maryland. (Mr. S: Sumru) whose 
opinions on commercial ‘subjects had always great 
weight, that some of his constituents had insist- 
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ed upon their right to arm, that they had armed, 
and they heard the consequence. It was the 
wish of the friends of this bill to prevent these 
consequences in future. He hoped, therefore, the 
question would be reconsidered. 

Mr. Brooks thought the day mentioned too 
distant. It was five full weeks from yesterday. 
He perfectly agreed in sentiment with the gen- 
tleman who had just sat down, and would not, 
therefore, repeat what he had said. He was sorry 
to find any alarm raised upon reading a bill, pur- 
porting to be a supplement to a former act, as to 
the manner of arming private vessels against 
lawless bucaniers. Why postpone the conside- 
ration of this subject, until we hear from our 
negotiators; since, if a peace in Europe were to 
take place to-morrow, some such measure would 
be necessary, as our seas would continue to be 
infested with these marauders? He was under 
no apprehensions of a hasty decision on this sub- 
ject. If the question was whether the bill should 
pass, there might be some ground for alarm; but 
to be alarmed in the present stage of the business, 
appeared as if they were afraid of doing anything 
which would have a tendency to involve the 
country in war; but he would not, from this fear, 
‚postpone a business with which no foreign nation 
had anything to do. He was, therefore, for re- 
considering the question. 

Mr. McDowsxt was not a little surprised to 
-hear.gentlemen so warm on the present question, 
attributing fear to others, and bestowing all patri- 
„Otism upon themselves. He did not know how it 
‘could have happened that fear could have so im- 
mediately got possession of a majority of the 
House on this occasion ; nor did he know how the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Oris) had 
come by the information that fear was the im- 
pehing motive. Had he been as anxious to be 

neard,and as capable of speaking, as that gentle- 
man, he probably should not have given a silent 
vote on the occasion; but he would inform that 
gentleman that many who voted in the majority 
On this occasion, were incapable of acting from 
fear. This question had been discussed at the 
last session ; it was then determined not to autho- 
rize any arming which should endanger the peace 
of the country. Negotiators had been appointed; 
this negotiation was now pending, and taking up 
a subject of this sort might have an unfavorable 
effect upon .it.. It was, therefore, clear to him that 
they-had-better postpone the discussion, until they 
heard from France, which he did not expect todo 
so soon as the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Ruriepas) expected. 
- Mr. Isaac PARKER said it was not the usual 
course of business to postpone the discussion of a 
bill to a distant day, except it were with a view 
_ of defeating it... A question then arose, what could 
be the reason of this postponement? The gentle- 
man from North Carolina, last up, had conde- 
scended to.answer this question, by saying that it 
was from the wish not to affect our. present nego- 
tiation. This certainly could not be the case; and 
he thought, on the contrary, that this was the-best 
possible time for taking up this or any-other step 


which had relation to the defence of our country. 
If they were not to passa law for. the defence of 
our citizens because a negotiation was pending 
with a foreign country, the honor and independ- 
ence of the country were gone, and they might as 
well cease to make laws at all. The pending ne- 
gotiation would be successful or unsuccessful. If 
successful, a law of this kind would be necessary, 
as it was not intended for the protection of our 
commerce against any particular nation, but as a 
system of defence against the pirates of all na- 
tions. But suppose the negotiation prove unsuc- 
cessful; when we know this, said he, it will be too 
late to take the measure proposed ; and our com- 
merce will be wholly unprotected, and exposed to 
the depredations of the French or any other coun- 
try. He hoped, therefore, the question would be 
reconsidered. l 

Mr. HARTLEY was not for precipitating a meas- 
ure of so much importance as this was; but he’ 
thought the proposed postponement too distant. 
He agreed with the gentleman last up, that they 
had a right to make the proposed regulation, with- 
out having respect to any foreign nation. The | 
commercial interests of this country seemed to call 
for some measure of this kind. He hoped, there- | 
fore, the question would be reconsidered, and that 
they should make the bill the order of the day for 
the second Monday in January. 

Mr. Nicnowas said it was easy to discover, by 
the manner in which gentlemen took up this busi- : 
ness, that there was more in it than they were | 
ready to acknowledge. He understood it to be: 
neither more nor less than the question which was « 
argued at the last session, and then negatived. If 
he were not mistaken in this, it was for him to in- 
voke the genius of America—to call down the 
guardian angel of peace—to invoke its aid against 
the designs which gentlemen seemed to have on 
the present occasion. It was his opinion that a 
business of this sort, moved at the present day, 
was ten, times as objectionable, and had an ap: 
pearance ten times as suspicious, as when formerly 
rejected. Were he not justified, then, in wishing 
this question not to be agitated, when our situation, 
was no way more suited to such a measure than 
when formerly discussed? To go into a measure 
of this kind, at this time, would reflect upon th 
instability of our councils, and be disgraceful të 
them. What was to be inferred, he asked, from i 
desire to go into the business of arming at present? 
He hoped, and trusted, and believed, that there 
was no disposition in that House to throw obsta«. 
cles in the way of the negotiation, so as to defea’ 
it; if he could conceive any such intention to ex 
ist, he should think such a measure as was nov 
proposed calculated to produce the effect. To di 
cuss this subject, and authorize the arming of ow 
vessels, would be to set adrift the passions of so 
ciety, and the consequences could not fail to-be 
mischievous. The details of the bill confirme 
him in this opinion ; the regulations were meré 
cobwebs, and would, by no means, be equal to. th 
preventing of abuses. It would be placing ‘the. 
peace of the country in the hands of every ma 
who.owneda ship. If, then, there were nothin 
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new in our situation, nothing which made a change | 
of policy necessary, why go into this subject? 
Did not gentlemen recollect that heat which had | 
been produced by the discussion on a former occa- | 
sion? If they did, why did they wish to antici- | 
ate the question? It could only tend to destroy f 
that harmony which would be so desirable in case | 
of this country being obliged to have recourse to | 
the dernier resort. But they had been told, that | 
if some regulations were not entered into, great 
mischief might be expected from merchants arm- į 
ing without restriction, and a single instance of | 
abuse had been mentioned. This was all, he be- i 
lieved, which could be produced, and he did not ; 
think, therefore, the peace of the country would} 
be much hazarded from this source. He could sce ; 
no evil that could arise from letting the business 
remain upon its present footing fora month or two į 
longer. He believed the necessity spoken of for | 
going into this measure as merely ideal, and that | 
+ would have no effect but that of inflaming the | 
minds of the people for war. As to what had | 
fallen from the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Oris, ) in his appeal to the Genius of the Coun- | 
try, &c., he considered it merely as a touch of the | 
mock heroic. He thought the milder Genii should | 
only be resorted to. The only Genius which he | 
wished to appeal to, was the Genius of Peace. We j 
were not, he said, ripe for war. Our plans had | 
hitherto been pacific, and_he did not wish at pre- l 
sent to change them. He hoped, therefore, the | 
vote taken would not be revoked. H 
Mr. Sswatt was in favor of reconsidering the | 
question ; not that he wished to have the business ! 
crowded upon the House. He. had no objection | 
to a fortnight, or longer, being given. Gentlemen, ! 
in their observations on this subject, had recurred | 
to the proceedings of last Congress, which: had | 
nothing to ds with the present question ; and ar-, 
gued as if there were a ay forbidding merchants | 
to arm their vessels; whereas there was no such | 
thing, because he never could consider Executive ! 
directions as law. It was true the President of | 
the United States had forbidden the arming of 
vessels, except for the East India and African | 
trade ; but there were no regulations to prevent | 
impositions in this respect, and nothing was more | 
easy than for vessels to clear out for these places, | 
and go to others; and if they did so, they werc | 
subject at present to no forfeiture. It was proper, | 
therefore, that Congress should come to some de- 
termination on the subject, and say whether mer- | 
chants had a right to arm or not, and under what | 
restrictions; as, at present, the whole burden was ; 
improperly thrown upon the President. Whilst į 
the business remained upon its present footing, cir- | 
cumstances might arise which would be very un- | 
pleasant. For instance, if a merchant were to) 
sue a Collector for carrying into effect the orders | 
of the Executive, it would be impossible for any | 
Judge to found a decision upon those orders. i 
Nothing, Mr. S. said, could be gathered from 
ithe proceedings of last Congress, as the pre- 
sent bill was intended merely to regulate a 
tight which the merchants already possessed, of 
arming. their vessels; so as to prevent hostile ag- 
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Britain, “ we know them not 


| pose, the present 


| regulation of the conduct of our merchants. 


gressions. There was nothing in this measure 
which could give offence to our masters, even if 


we were colonies of France or of Great Britain. 
All that was intended was a defence against pi- 
rates, whom no country would own ; for, if a res- 
titution was asked for on account of losses sustain- 
ed by them, it would be said by France or Great 
; you ought to defend 
yourselves against them.” As to the observation 
of the gentleman from Virginia, that our mer- 
chants would continue to acquiesce in the present 
state of things, it might be so; but he thought 
they had a just claim upon the United States. He 
believed they were generally unwilling to arm, 
except under the regulations of the United States; 
but they ought not to take advantage of this ac- 
quiescence, and say to them, without concern, “vou 
would go to sea, and run your risks as usual.” 
Under these disadvantages he did did not think 
they should. As to our present situation with re- © 
spect to France, he did not think it ought to be 
alluded to, as the proposed regulations, as had 
before been observed, were not intended to ope- 
rate against them, or any other nation, but against 
the piracies committed by order of Victor Hugues, 
or any other marauder, who may set up his au- 
hority in that part of the world. So desirous 
were the merchants of having a defence against 
this description of vessels, that since they could 
not carry out real guns, they have lately resorted 
to the carrying of wooden guns, that they might 
atleast have the appearance of defence upon their 
vessels. He thought, to be obliged to have re- 
course to this practice, was derogatory to the 
honor of the nation. ae ae 
Mr. Dana said? it was not very liberal to as- 
cribe to the committee, who reported this bill, 
motives which they themselves did not avow-. if 
he did not mistake the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Nicuotas,) he had said that this bill was 
calculated to mislead the passions of our citizens, 
and prepare them for war. The committee had 
not stated any thing of this kind; they had stated 
an evil to exist, and proposed a remedy. The de- 
predations which had been committed upon our 
commerce by pirates, unauthorized by any Gov- 


| ernment, were notorious ; and that we had a right 


to defend ourselves against them, was admitted on 
all hands; but there wasa necessity for the interfer- 
ence of Congress in the business, and, for this pur- 
bill was reported. The meas- 
ures proposed had been spoken of as measures of 
hostility; they were no such thing ; he would not 
adopt any measures now that he would not adoptin 
a state of profound peace, and the present bill was 
no more than a part of our general system for the 
Mr. 
D. alluded to the orders which had been issued by 
the late and present President in relation to the 
subject of arming, and showed the-necessity there 
was for an interference of Congress. He did not 


Í think this question was decided at the last session. 


But it was said that this subject would interfere 
with the negotiations now carrying on with the 
French Republic. What were the principles laid 


| down by France with- respect to this country ? 
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They say “they will respect treaties when it is 
their interest to do so.” He, therefore, supposed 
it would be as much for the interest of France to 
be at peace with us if our vessels were armed, as 
if they were not. ‘There was another principle— 
they will “respect our rights when we know how 
to make them respected.” Could this regulation, 
therefore, weaken that respect? He thought not. 
To postpone the question, from such a motive, 
would be humiliating. It would be saying we 
dare not take any measures of defence against the 
marauders on our coast, lest we should give of- 
fence to a foreign Power. He hoped they should 
not be thus influenced. 

Mr. TuatcueEr said, he did not rise to invoke 
the Genius of America, or any other Genius. He 
did not believe in any genii. He wished to call 

the attention of the House to the question, which 
he thought they had forgotten; for, he believed 
any one coming into the House, in the course of 
the debate, might have guessed for forty years 
and not found it out. The question was, whether 
the former vote should be reconsidered. It was 
immaterial whether a passion for France, or any 
other strong passion, had overruled reason, and 
influenced the vote. It was sufficient that two or 
three persons had stated themselves as mistaken 
in their vote, to wish the question to be reconsid- 
ered. If this was the question, he did not see 
what they had to do with the war in Europe, or 

` with the negotiations carrying on with France; 
but as it had been the practice to abandon the 
question, and raise other subjects, he would take 
the liberty of following the example which had 
been set, by remarking upon what had been said. 
[The Sreaxer signified to Mr. T. that, in doing 
0, he would be out of order, and having expressed 
his. intentions, the deviation could not be admitted.] 
Mr. T., however, continued to make some obser- 
vations on what had fallen from the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. McDowe.u,) as to the 
proposed measure having effect upon the negotia- 
tors. This he showed to be next to impossible, 
as we were expecting to hear from our negotia- 
tors every day, and they could not hear of the 
proceedings of Congress on this subject for two 
months to come. The question, said he, is to arm 
against rovers and pirates, and surely gentlemen 
would not say that the Terrible Republic were a 
set.of rovers and pirates; but they must say so, 
if they said this bill was against them. He 
believed France respected itself too much to say 
this was intended against her. The gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Nicwotas) had said, there was 
no change in the situation of things since last ses- 
sion; but he believed there was this change, as it 
respected commerce: we were now more assured 
than ever, that the chief of the depredations com- 
mitted upon our commerce were committed by 
unauthorized: marauders. Mr. T. concluded by 
reading an extract from the President’s Speech, 
as conveying his sentiments with respect to the 
disadjusted affairs of Europe, the general want of 
morality and religion, and the consequent uncer- 
tainty of permanent peace. 

Mr. Batpwin said, if the original question had 


r3 


now been, whether the consideration of this sub- 
ject should be postponed for three or four weeks, 
he should have felt himself indifferent as to the 
issue. But it was with regret he saw the ques- . 
tion brought back for consideration. The gen- 
tleman last up had spoken of three gentlemen 
having been mistaken, and wishing to change 
their votes. He heard of but one—the gentleman 
who seconded the motion—and he did it only that 
the mover might have an opportunity of voting 
as he wished. He did not think, therefore, that 
this was a sufficient ground for a reconsideration 
of the vote which had been taken. When the 
House voted upon a question without argument, it 
must be supposed they voted from conviction. A 
motion for the reconsidering of a subject was not 
a favorite motion ; since a repetition of such mo- 
tions would make it next to impossible to pro- 
eced with the public business. The question of 
arming or not arming, he said, would yet come 
before them in a variety of shapes, before the bill 
could be matured, so that there was no necessity 
of arresting it in its present stage. He himself 
expected that when the first Monday in Februa- 
ry was moved, some of the committee, who re- 
ported the bill, would have proposed a shorter 
time; but, when they did not, he supposed they 
thus argued: “We have considered the subject 
for four or five weeks; we will give other gen- 
tlemen the sametime.” And he believed, if they 
so judged, it was the best eourse which could be 
taken; for the longer the time given for consid- 
ering and maturing the subject, the greater prob- 
ability there would be of coming to a speedy and 
proper decision. 

Mr. J. Wiiutams was in favor of reconsiderin 
the vote. The act of 1794, he said, had been dif- 
ferently construed, and the sooner Congress de- 
termined the true construction the better. To put 
off the subject for five weeks would occasion con- 
siderable loss to the merchants, as they did not 
know what events might arise. If the subject 
was not acted upon till the first Monday in Feb- 
ruary, it would be the first of March before the 
act was passed, and the first of April before it 
could be known at the extreme parts of the Unio 
He himself was undetermined whether it was 
right to authorize merchants to arm or not, but 
he did not wish the question so long postponed, he 
wished to have it discussed. 

Mr. N. Smrrw said, as the reasons which influ- 
enced his vote had not been stated by any other 
member, he would take the liberty of stating 
them. He should vote against the reconsideration, 
though he agreed with gentlemen who were. I; 
favor of the bili. He thought the measure a pe 
fectly neutral one, and such asno foreign nation 
had a right to take umbrage at; but those gentle- 
men must agree with him, that it was not likely 
the measure should be silently adopted, or with 
outa lengthy and full discussion. It was idle to 5ay 
that, because the measure was only intended. to 
operate against pirates, there was no occasion to 
introduce any foreign: nation into the discussion 
It was certain that, whenever the subject was dis 
cussed, our situation with respect to foreign Po' 
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ers would certainly form a part of the debate, and 
this it was he dreaded. He believed it might do 
much mischief. He therefore differed with those 
gentlemen who wished to get into the discussion, 
and who did not seem to want an immediate de- 
cision; he should have no objection to the decis- 
ion, but he wished, for the present, to avoid the 
discussion. Before the session closed, he should 
think it necessary to decide upon a measure of 
this kind; but he wished to see further before the 
business was entered upon; he was, therefore, 


against reconsidering the question. 


Mr. Oris replied to some remarks which had 
been made upon what fell from him, and justified 


what he had before said, and the warmth which 


he felt on the occasion, as natural. He conclu- 
ded by observing, that it was necessary to cheer 
_ the spirits of the people by a measure of this kind; 
` toraise the expectations of the merchants, and not 
to drive commerce, which came mourning into 
that House, to despair; but, if their hands were to 


be tied, and no protection was to be given to trade, 


the merchants should be informed of their deter- 


mination as soon as possible ; and told that, though 
they draw from them millions of dollars a year in 
support of the revenue, yet they will not attend to 
their grievances until within a few weeks of the 
close of the session, when, perhaps, sufficient time 
will not remain to carry any measure which may 
be proposed, into a law. 


the House during the last session, he hoped he 
should be excused in wishing to enter into an ear- 
lier discussion of this question than other gentle- 
men seemed to wish. But though he was not in 
the House at the last session, he had observed the 
roceedings of it; and though some of the motions 
lor arming were negatived, there were others of a 
defensive nature agreed to; such as the holding in 
readiness 80,000 militia, the appropriation for re- 
pairing the forts and harbors, &c., which were not 
thought, at the time, to be at all offensive to any 
foreign nation ; and he was of opinion with those 
gentlemen who believed that a law authorizing 
our merchants to arm their vessels, could not afford 
any foreign nation just cause of offence. 
He was not surprised that his colleague (Mr. 
‘Harrer) should be of a different opinion, because 
he did not think so favorably of that nation, as 
: many other gentlemen did; but he was surprised 
‘to hear gentlemen who thought more favorably of 
that nation, consider the measure as operating 
: wholly against them. Surely means of self-de- 
fence could not be means of offence. Nor could 
‘gentlemen say that the French nation was the 
only nation which committed offences upon our 
trade. He had heard it said that another nation 
had lately captured an equal, if not a greater num- 
ber of our vessels, than they had done. Besides, 
s the measure was intended more against unlaw- 
ful plunderers, than regular seizures, he could not 
onceive how it could be supposed to give offence 
to.any particular nation, or affect any existing ne- 
otiation. The only point to be determined, then, 
as when the bill should be committed. He 
thought the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Nica- 


Mr. Pinckney said, as he was not a member of 


OLAS) had carried his idea too far, when he said, 
because this country was not prepared for war, 
they ought not to discuss this question. He thought 
there were certain times when every free nation 
ought to be prepared for war. He meant when 
the measure of injuries had arrived at sucha pitch 
that it could not be longer borne. In sucha case, 
a nation ought to meet the calamities of war, 
rather than to submit to further oppressions. If 
the proposed measure, therefore, put us in a better 
state for war, it was a recommendation of it, as 
strength and not weakness was the best preserva- 
live against war; as, if a people were prepared 
for war, nations would be careful how they in- 
sulted them. 

He wished, therefore, to put this country into 
that situation as soon as possible. To postpone the 
question so long atime as had been proposed would 
be a very unusual measure. It would look like a 
wish to get rid of it altogether. Whatever might 
be the issue of the negotiation, he said, we ought 
to put ourselves in some posture of defence for our 
trade ; for, whether there were peace or war in Bu- 
rope, there could be no objection to the arming 
of our merchantmen in the way preposed. He 
hoped, therefore, the discussion would not be 
postponed longer than the second Monday in Jan- 
uary. 

Mr. Aven observed, that it had been asserted 
that there had been no change in our political sit- 
uation since the last session. There was one, he 
said. It could not then be determined whether the 
decree of March the 2d was really genuine, or 
whether the letter of Merlin to our Const was 
really authorized by the Government of that coun- 
try. Now the facts could not be doubted. Mr. A. 
said, it had been intimated that the friends of this 
measure would be glad to frustrate the negotiation 
with France. He did not believe any such inten- 
tion was harbored in the House. The postpone- 
ment proposed, instead of being four weeks, as it 
had been called, he said, would be forty-one days. 

Mr. Harper again explained the reasons of his 
vote. He differed from the gentleman last up, 
with respect to the reality of the papers he men- 
tioned.. He believed they were last session general- 
ly believed to be genuine. 

Mr. S. Smrru said, had he been present when 
the former vote was taken, he should have been 
opposed to the discussion being postponed to so 
distant a day ; but as the House had come to a de- 
cision on the subject, he should vote against the 
question’s being reconsidered. He did not con- 
sider the bill before them as giving the merchants 
the privilege to arm their vessels, but as restricting 
vessels armed from doing mischief. 

He insisted upon it, that merchants bad a right 
to arm by law, notwitnstanding the Proclamation 
of the President, which, he was bold to say, he 
considered as illegal. 

The question for a reconsideration of the former 
vote, (which was carried, 40 to 37,) was negativ- 
ed—44 to 38. ' : 

So the question was left, and this business is the 
order of the day for the first Monday in February 
next. 
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SAMUEL Jorpan CABELL, from the State of 
- Virginia, appeared and took his seat. 

Mr. Corr from the committee appointed to pre- 
pare and report a bill for the relief of such officers 
and soldiers as served during the war, and died 
between March and November, 1783, made a re- 
port; which was twice read, and committed for 
Monday. 

On motion, the House again resolved itself into 
a Committee of the Whole, Mr. Kirrera in the 
Chair, on the bill prescribing the mode of taking 
evidences in cases of contested elections; and, 
after a desultory debate, and agreeing to several 
amendments, the committee rose, and reported the 
bill with theamendments. The House took them 
up, and, after agreeing to them, and making some 
others, the bill was recommitted to the select com- 
mittee who reported it. 

TENCH COXE. 


The Speaker informed the House that he had 
received a letter which he was requested to lay be- 
fore the House; he accordingty handed it to the 
Clerk to be, read. 

The letter is as follows: 


Warxur Srreer, December 26. 


Str: Though I am not certain of obtaining the ob- 
ject of the respectful request which I have the honor to 
submit to the House of Representatives, yet I am unable 
to resist the weighty considerations which impel me to 
the measure. 

The President has thought proper to inform me that 
my services as Commissioner of the Revenue are no 

‘longer required. He has exercised a power committed 
to him by law, and I am therefore no longer in the pub- 
lic service of the United States. 

Whatever may be my sensibilities and impressions 
in regard to the proceedings of the nature of an inves- 
tigation and hearing which the case demanded, I have 
no desire to present myself to the House on the ground 
of complaint. 

It is, however, my earnest wish that some arrange- 
ment may be found practicable by which my official 
conduct may undergo a thorough scrutiny. 

Should it be found on consideration, that a form of 
procedure is proper and practicable, which will bring 
into view all the transactions of the several years 
during which I administered my late office of Commis- 
sioner of the Revenue, in the Department of the Trea- 
sury of the United States, I beg leave to assure the 
House, that I shall be prepared to enter immediately 
upon such measures as the form and nature of the bu- 
siness shall be thought by them to require. 

With great respect, I have the honor to be, sir, your 
most obedient servant, 

TENCH COXE. 

To the Sezaxen of the House of Representatives. 


The letter was ordered to lie on the table. 


COUNT DE GRASSE. 


Mr. Lrvinesron, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of the daughters of the 
late Count de Grasse, made a report, which stated 
that. the sum heretofore allowed by Congress was 
intended only as a temporary provision, until the 
events of the war should permit them to take pos- 


.| him to have been lost or destroyed, yet the powers... : 


session of an estate in St. Domingo; that the facts 
formerly stated showed that the most important 
services were rendered to the United States by 
their father, from motives the most honorable, 
under the greatest responsibility, and at a risk the 
most hazardous that could be encountered by an 
officer of rank and reputation; that, with a recol- 
lection of these services, it would consist neither 
with the honor nor justice of the United States to 
refuse an adequate provision for the orphan chil- 
dren of the man who rendered them. The com- 
mittee, therefore, recommend that a certain sum 
should be granted to each of them, annually, for 
their lives. The report was twice read, and com- 
mitted for Monday. 

Mr. L. also reported a bill for the relief of refu- 
gees from the British provinces of Canada and 
Nova Scotia; which was twice read, and commit- 
ted for Tuesday. 


Tuurspay, December 28. 
GEN. KOSCIUSKO. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
and report from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
pursuance of a resolution of the House of the 23d 
instant, relative to the claim of General Kosci-. 
usko. The report states, that the accounts of the 
General were settled at the Treasury in 1784, 
when a certificate was issued to him for $12,280 
49, bearing an interest of six per cent. from the 
Ist of January, 1784, which was stipulated by a 
resolution in February following, in comimon with 
the interest due to all the foreign officers, to be 
paid annually at Paris; thatin May, 1792, moneys 
were granted by Congress to discharge the prin- ~ 
cipal and interest of these debts, at which time it ` 
was supposed that all the officers had” received 
their interest to the 1st of January, 1789; but it 
now appears by the banker’s account at Paris, that 
no interest had been received by General Kosci- 
usko for four years, viz: from 1785 to 1788. Suf- 
| ficient funds to pay the interest from 1789 to 1792, 
| were, in 1792, placed in Amsterdam, subject to 
| the disposal of our Minister at Paris; that by his 
direction a bill for the amount was remitted to Mr 
Pinckney in London; but, pursuant to the direc 
tion of General Kosciusko, Mr. Pinckney wrote to: 
the banker at Amsterdam to remit the amount t 
Leipsic or Dresden. That in September, 1792, 
a notification was published, that provision had. 
been made for paying the principal of the debt due’ 
to foreign officers, on application at the Treasury, 
after the 15th of October following, and that the 
interest upon their demands would cease after the 
last day of December in that year. That though 
the certificate issued to the Gencral is stated by: 


of the officers of the Treasury are competent to” 
the payment of $12,280 54, the principal, and 
$2,947 33 interest, for the years from 1785 to 1788, | 
on receiving a bond of indemnification from the. 
General; but that they cannot advance the inte- 
rest supposed to have been remitted to Leipsic o 
Dresden, though payment will be immediately 
made for any sum which may be hereafter re- 
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drawn, and credited to the United States at 
Amsterdam ; nor is it in the power of the Trea- 
sury to allow any interest on said principal since 
the 1st January, 1793. 

On motion of Mr. Dawson, this report was re- 
ferred to a COmmittee of the Whole for Monday. 


LAND TITLES IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. W. Crarporne moved for the order of the 
day on the report upon the remonstrance and peti- 
tion of the Legislature of Tennessee. 

Mr. Corr hoped the subject might be deferred 
till to-morrow, as there was a fact referred to in 
the report which he wished to have some informa- 
tion upon. 

Upon the question being put, the motion was, 
however, carried, and the House accordingly re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the subject, when the following ceport of the 
committee was read: 


«That, on investigating the causes of complaint com- 
tained in the said remonstrance and petition, it ap- 
pears that, according to the boundary line between the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians and the inhabitants of the 
said State, which was extended by the Commissioners 
of the United States pursuant to the Treaty of Holston, 
in the course of the last Summer, the settlements and 
habitations of a considerable number of the citizens of 
the said State, which heretofore were supposed to be 
on lands to which the Indian claim was, by that treaty, 
extinguished, appear to be within the Indian territory. 
That these inhabitants had been induced to believe 
that the lands which they occupied were not within 
the Indian boundary, in consequence of the late Gov- 
ernor of the Southwestern Territory having, in pursu- 
ance of directions from the Executive of the United 
States, caused a temporary line to be extended by 
Commissioners appointed for the purpose, by which 
line the settlements above mentioned were included 
within the land assigned to the territory southwest of 
the Ohio (now the State of Tennessee.) 


The committee likewise find that there are divers 
other citizens of the said State who occupy lands un- 
questionably within the Indian territory, as designated 
by the said treaty; which lands they possess by virtue 
of titles derived from the State of North Carolina pre- 
vious to the cession of that territory, by the said State, 
to the General Government; one condition of which 
cession was, that “all entries made by, or grants to all 
and every person or persons whatsoever, agreeably to 
law, and within the limits thereby intended to be ceded 
to the United States, should have the same force and 
effect as if such cession had not been made; and that 
all and every right of occupancy and pre-emption, and 
every other right reserved by any act oracts to persons 
settled on and occupying lands within the limits of the 
lands thereby intended to be ceded as aforesaid, should 
=. continue to be in full force, in the same manner as if 


which the said lands are ceded to the United States. 

_ The committee also are informed, that, by the opera- 
tion of the law passed on the 19th day of May, 1796, 
for regulating the intercourse with the Indian tribes— 
‘which law has been carried into execution since the 
extension of the last.line—those citizens of the State of 
‘ennessee have been compelled to abandon their habi- 
ons, and with their wives and their children, were, by 


the cession had not been made, and as conditions upon | 


| the latest accounts from that country, 
woods within the Tennessee line. 

| The commiteee therefore, in consideration of the 
| premises, recommend, for the adoption of the House, 
i the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the sum of dollars be appropri- 
| ated for the relief of such citizens of the State of Ten- 
nessee as have rights to lands within the said State, by 
| virtue of the cession out of the State of North Carolina, 
and have made actual settlements thereon, and who 
| have been deprived of the possession of the said lands 
by the operation of the act for regulating the intercourse 
with the Indian tribes: the said sum to be subject to 
the order of the President of the United States, to be 
expended under his direction, either in extinguishing 
the Indian claim to the above-described lands, in case 
he shall deem it expedient to hold a treaty for that pur- 
pose; or to be disposed of in such other manner as he 
shall deem best calculated to afford the persons herein 
described a temporary relief. 


encamped in the 


Mr. Corr said, the fact upon which he wanted 
information was respecting the temporary line 
which was said to have been run. He wished to 
know what evidence the committee had before 
them on this subject. 

Mr. Pinckney (the chairman of the select com- 
mittee) said, that the testimony which they had 
received on this subject was from the member 
from that district, which was corroborated by that. 
of a member of the Senate from that State, who 
said he had his information from the Governor of 
the Southwestern Territory himself. This cir- 
cumstance was not particularly noticed in the 
application made to the Secretary of War; only 
general information was called for, and he was 
silent as to this point. ag 

Mr. Corr thought official information ought to 
have been had. 

Mr. W. Cuaizornz said, he had applied to the 
Secretary of War on this subject, and received for 


j answer from him, that his general report to the 


committee of the Senate contained all the infor- 
mation proper to be communicated. When, there- 
fore, he found this information was not contained 
in the report, he supposed it was such as he did 
think proper to communicate. The fact, he said, 
was well known in the State of Tennessee, and it 
was a generally-received opinion that the line had 
been extended by direction of the President. He 
himself was in habits of intimacy with the Com- 
missioners, and he had more than once heard the 
fact from them. He believed gentlemen from 
North Carolina and Virginia were also.acquainted 
with it. He did not, however, believe this fact 
essential. If it were a truth that there were citi- 
zens in the State of Tennessee who had been: 
forced to abandon possessions fairly obtained from 
the State of North Carolina, it was sufficient to 
warrant any measure which should be calculated 
to afford them immediate. and adequate relief. 
Mr. Pinckney was in hopes the testimony 
upon which the committee had acted, would have 
proved satisfactory to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, but be seemed to think they ought to 
have had official documents. If that. gentleman 
had attended to the report of the Secretary of War, 
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he would have seen that any further application 
by them for information would have been impro- 
per, as the Secretary there declares the business 
to be “of a nature exclusively Executive,” and 
that he there gave as much information on the 
subject as he thought necessary. If the evidence 
upon which the committee had acted “was not 
sufficient, the House would of course call for such 
other as they might think proper. 

Mr. Macon had no objection to any other infor- 
mation being obtained. It might be, however, that 
the information communicated by the member of 
the Senate was official, as one of those gentlemen 
had been an official character. 

Mr. Pinckney said the member of the Senate 
whom he had alluded to, was Mr. Jackson. 

Mr. BLounr had no doubt but the information 
required might be obtained from the Secretary of 
War; and if the committee were to rise. he should 
make a motion to that effect. He had himself 
been told that the line in question was run by 
the commissioners themselves; and he had been 
shown, by a gentleman who attended the running 
of it, the direction it took. How it happened that 
the Secretary of War had not mentioned it, he 
was at a loss to know. 

Mr. Davron (the Speaker) moved that the 
committee rise, in order to obtain the information 
required. It appeared to him that they had been 
premature in goinginto a Committee of the Whole. 
He recollected Poes of the line of experiment 
being run, and of the Indians being dissatisfied 
with it. He understood, also, that in consequence 
of the dissatisfaction of the Indians, there was an 
additional allowance made to them. Of this, 
however, he was not very certain. 

Mr. N. Smita hoped the committee would rise, 
in order that the information wanted might be 
obtained from the Secretary of War. He did not 
believe that the line of experiment was run by the 
Executive, because he did not think the Executive 
would direct any other line to be run than such 
as was prescribed by treaty. At the same time, 
he would not be understood to discredit the infor- 
mation given. Gentlemen did not say they knew 
the fact themselves, but that it was generally 
understood to be so. There were many things 
said to be understood in that quarter, with respect 
to which the people ought to be undeceived. He 
believed this to be one of those things. He did 
not believe the Secretary of War had declined giv- 
ing information as to this point, because it inter- 
fered with Executive business, as it was merely 
to know whether a certain thing had been done 
by Executive authority or not. There were many 
things in the remonstrance and petition, with 
which the Executive conceived the Legislature 
had nothing to do; but, as to the point in question, 
there could be no objection to giving the informa- 
tion required. ` 

Mr. Harper had no objection to the committee’s 
rising for this information, though he did not want 
it, because, he thought there was sufficient reason 
for adopting the resolution. The fact of the peo- 
ple’s being in the distressed situation mentioned 
in the report, was a good reason for agreeing to 


it, though it should appear that the Executive did: 
not give orders for the running of the temporary 
line. 

Mr. Pincxney had no objection to the motion, 
though he did not think it necessary. , It was clear 
the line was run by order of the Governor of the 
Southwestern Territory, and whether he had or- 
ders from the Executive to do it, was to him im- 
material, as the people who were in possession of 
the land, supposed, of course, that the Governor 
was authorized to do what he did. 

Mr. Nicuotas did not think it material, in the 
present question, whether or not the Governor had 
authority of the United States for what he did. 
It could not be expected that the people should 
call upon the Governor to show the authority 
by which he acted. It was the same thing to the 
people, whether he was or was not duly author- 
ized. 

Mr. McDoweut did not think the information 
required would be of any use. There could be 
no doubt the line of experiment was run by order 
of the Governor, agreeably to the directions of the 
Executive. It was also well known that Double-. 
head, and a party of Indians, came down to Phi-. 
ladelphia, to make their complaints with respect 
to it, and that five thousand dollars had been given 
to them by way of satisfaction. The persons who. 
were now driven into the woods, and suffering the 
inclemencies of the season, had settled upon the. 
land from which they were driven, under express: 
titles from the State of North Carolina, previous. ` 
to the period of running this line. The only ques 
tion was, whether the people had a right to settle 
where they had done, and whether the United 
States had a right to remove them. He believed 
the distresses of these people called for immediate 
relief, and that justice and policy required that 
should be granted. 

Mr. N. Smirn thought it was of importance to 
know whether a fact, which had been reported by 
the committee, was well founded or not; and that 
it would be very wrong tosend out to to the world’ 
as true, a thing which was not true. But it also- 
appeared to him an important fact in the investi- 
gation of thissubject. If the people had any claim 


Mr. S. said, he rose principally to correct a 
assertion which had been made, that these person 
had a claim upon the United States, from havin 
titles to their lands from the State of North Car 
lina. It would be found that they did not clain 
protection on this ground. There were two d 
scriptions of claims; one from persons who ha 
a grant from North Carolina; the other from per 
sons who went on toa spot of ground, beeaus 
they believed it to be the property of the United 
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States, from a certain temporary line which had 
been run. and who were now, when the perma- 
nent line was run, obliged to remove. The latter 
had no real claim to the land they occupied. 

Mr. Goopricu was in favor of the committee 
rising, that the wished-for information might be 
obtained. Great respect was, doubtless, due to 
the testimony of the gentlemen from Tennessee ; 
but, if it should appear that no orders had been 
given by the Executive for the running of the 
temporary lme, it would show that an officer of 
the Government had proclaimed that for a fact, 
which was not so. He therefore thought the fact 
ought to be ascertained. 

Mr. W. Cuarsorne said, he had just seen a 
Senator who had been to the War Department, 
and who had informed him that he had seen the 
letier of the Secretary of War to the Governor of 
the Southwestern Territory, directing him to run 
the line of experiment, and also the Governor’s 
answer, wherein he spoke of the business having 
been done. He gave this information, in order to 
do away the suspicions which gentlemen seemed 
to have of the truth of the testimony which had 
been given to the select committee on this sub- 
ect. 

i The motion for the committee’s rising was put 
and carried—it rose and had leave to sit again. 

Mr. Buount then proposed a resolution for the 
adoption of the House, calling upon the Secretary 
of War for such information as he may be pos- 
sessed of relative to the running of the temporary 
line; which was agreed to. 


Frivay, December 29. 


The bill for the relief of North and Vesey, of 
Charleston, was received from the Senate, with 
amendments; which were read, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce and Manufactures. 


COMFORT SANDS AND OTHERS. 


On motion of Mr. D. Foster, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the report of the Committee of Claims on the pe- 
tition of Comfort Sands and others; and, all the 
papers relative to the subject having been read by 
the Clerk, the following resolution, reported by 
the Committee of Claims was agreed to. without 
debate, viz: ; 

“ Resolved, That the accounting officers of the Trea- 
sury be, and they are hereby, authorized and empower- 
ed, upon application of the parties, to examine and 
decide upon the validity of a certain award or report, 
made by Isaac Roosevelt, William Malcolm, Elbridge 
Gerry, and Henry Remsen, (four of the referees nomi- 


nated for the purpose,) between the United States and | 


Comfort Sands and others, his copartners, (contractors 
for furnishing supplies to the troops during the late 
war,) and that in making their decision upon the said 
award or report, the said officers of the Treasury shall 
be governed by principles similar to those which would 
` prevail in a controversy concerning it at law ; and if, in 
the opinion of the accounting officers aforesaid, the said: 
‘award or report ought to` be binding and obligatory 
~ Against the United States, then, and in such case, but 
not otherwise, thé said Comfort Sands and others, his 


| said copartners, shall be entitled to have their said claim 
against the United States, as on the said award, allowed 
and settled at the Treasury in the usual manner, and 
shall be paid the amount ofthe claim, so to be allowed, 
out of any moneys which may be in the Treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated.” 


The committee rose, reported the resolution, and 
the House took it up; when 

Mr. NicHotas objected to agreeing to the re- 
port. 

Mr. GaLLaTiIn moved’ that the subject be re- 
committed for a report of facts on the subject. 

The state of this long contested question ap- 
pears to be as follows: 

The petitioners, some time in the year 1782, 
contracted with the Superintendentof the Finances ° 
for the supply of rations for the use of the garri- 
sonof West Point, and its dependencies; and also 
for the use of the main army ; that, beforethe ex- 
piration of the term of their contract, it was deem- 
ed proper and necessary by the said superintend- 
ant, that the business of supply should be with- 
drawn from them, and placed in other hands; a 
claim indemnified for damages and losses, alleged 
to have been sustained, was made on the part of 
the contractors ; in consequence of which, several 
resolutions were passed by Cengress, that four of 
the referees appointed by, and in pursuance of, the 
said resolutions, in the year 1787, made an award 
or report expressive of their decision or opinion, 
that the United States ought’ to pay to the said 
contractors the sum of $40,297 90; that the award. 
or report was, by Congress, referred for examina- 
tion to a committee, who reported in favor of its 
being confirmed, but that report was afterwards 
committed to another committee, who never, as 
far as can be traced, made any report; neither 
has there been any decision of Congress on the 
subject; that the reasons which induced the refer- 
ence toa second committee do not appear; that 
application having been made to the accounting 
officers of the Treasury, for a determination of the 
said award, it has been concluded that they were 
not competent to the same, without the special 
authority of the Legislature. 

The principal arguments used by Messrs. GaL- 
LATIN and Nicwouas were, that this claim wasal-° 
together novel, being grounded upon damages sus- 
tained, and not upon actual supplies furnished; 
! that no allowance of this kind had ever been made 
before ; that if once they were to establish a prin- 
ciple that wherever damages had been sustained 
in money transactions with Government, recom- 
pense should be made, they would open a wide. 
| door for business, as there was scarcely any per-. 

son, who had dealings with Government during 
| the war, that would not be able to make a claim 
of this kind from the then embarrassed state of the 
Treasury ; that the claim being of a novel kind, 
its merits ought to be well examined before it was 
allowed ; that there was nothing in the claim 
| which would render it admissible, were it not 
| for the report or award ; that this award, in their 
| opinion, was intended as nothing more than an 
inquiry as to facts, which was to be laid before 
| Congress, and decided upon by them ; that, there- 
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fore, the report before them was improper, as it | 


referred business to the accounting officers of the | 
Treasury, to which they were incompetent, and | 
which ought to be settled in that House. But! 
this was very different from awards made be- 
tween individuals where both parties pledged : 
themselves to abide the consequences. Nor was ` 
there an instance to be produced in which Con- 
gress had thus authorized an award. That though | 
one of the resolutions, entered into by them, au- 
thorized the referees “to decide certain contro- , 
versies b.tween the United States and the con- ; 
tractors, yet it concluded with “and report their | 
opinion thereupon ;” that the conduct of Congress | 
itself showed that this reference was not meant ' 
„as a final award ; that if it had, instead of refer- | 
ring the report first to one committee, and then to | 
another, they would have at once appropriated ; 
the money, and not committed it for further in- | 


quiry. But, allowing that the award could be! 


considered in the same light as an award between 

individuals, still it would be proper to examine 
- the ground upon which the award was founded. 

Messrs. J. PARKER and Finney were in favor 


of the motion for a recommittal, in order that the | 
House might be in full possession of facts ina busi- | 
ness which had been agitated ever since they | 
were in Congress, and which had always been! 


considered as a very doubtful case. 


The report was supported by Messrs. Harper, | 
Sprague, Brooxs, Corr, J. Wituiams, Bayarp, | 


Livineston, Goopricu, Oris, and GORDON, on 
these grounds, viz: That the course pursued in 
this case was similar to that which is usual in the 
submission of controversies between individuals 
to arbitration; that there was a mutual election 
and consent in the appointment of the persons 


who were to make the investigation; that they ; 
expressly denominate referees} that they acted | 
under oath ; that the proper officer, representing | 


the Government, was empowered to employ 
counsel, if necessary; that the referees are au- 
thorized by the first resolution to determine what 
damages, if any, were sustained by the contract- 
ors, and, by this last resolution, their duty or 
business is designated to be to “decide certain 
controversies” between the United States and 
the contractors; that these characteristics, and 
the general spirit of the transaction, appear to de- 


note that the report of the referees in the case | 
ought to be considered as equivalent to an award į 
between individuals possessing the same validity, | 


and equally open to exceptions; that, as to the 
provision made by the several resolutions, that 
the referees should report their opinion to Con- 


gress, this, it is conceived, could only have been | 
intended to reserve to Congress a right of review- | 


ing the award on the same principles, bona fide, 
as would prevail ina court of justice; that the ob- 
servations of gentlemen opposed to this claim 
were such as inight have been properly urged, 
when the question for appointing arbitrators was 
before the old Congress, but. that they were very 
ill-timed now; and that the argument of the case 


justice might at length be done to the claim- 


ants. 

The question for recommitting the report was 
put and negatived—48 to 29. 

The report was then agreed to without a divi- 
sion, and the Committee of Claims ordered to 
bring in a bill accordingly. 

Mr. D. Foster moved that when the House 
adjourn, it adjourn to Monday. 

Mr. Harper proposed Tuesday. 

The question on the most distant qay was ta- 
ken and negatived—42 to 31, and then the first 
motion was agreed to without a division. 


COMMISSIONER OF THE REVENUE. 


Mr. J. Witutams said that at the time the office 
of Commissioner of the Revenue was appointed, 
he doubted not it might be necessary; but at pre- 
sent he thought the business of that office might 
be very well done in the Treasury Department, 
and if it could, it would occasion a considerable 
saving in the expenses of Government, as he 
found his salary was $2,400; that $2,700 had been 
allowed for clerks, $250 for messenger, &c., 
$400 for stationery, besides office rent, &c., 
making in the whole upwards of $6,000. He, 
therefore, proposed a resolution to the following 
effect : 


| Resolved, That the Committee of Revisal and Un- 
| 


finished Business be directed to inquire and report 
whether any, and, if any, what alterations are necessa- 
| ry in the act making alterations in the Treasury and 
| War Departments, so far as it respects the office of 
Commissioner of the Revenue, and report their opinion 
as to the expediency or inexpediency. of abolishing the 
office of Commissioner of the Revenue.” 


Ordered to lie on the table. 


CIRCUIT COURT IN DELAWARE. 


Mr. Bayarp moved that the letter of the Judges, 
' sent to the House by the President of the United 
| States, requesting an alteration in the time of 
i holding the Circuit Courts in the State of Dela- 
| ware, be referred toa select committee; which, 
` being agreed to, he presented remonstranees from 
: the Chancellor and sundry citizens of the State of 
, Delaware, against the above suggested alteration; 
i which were referred to the same committee. 


Monpay, January 1, 1798. 
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


‘The following Message was received from the 
| PRESIDENT or tas Unirep Staves: 

i Gentlemen of the Senate, and 

i Genilemen of the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the desire of the two Houses of . 
| Congress, expressed in their resolution of the second : : 
! day of March, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
| seven, that some speedy and effectual means might be |. 
| adopted of obtaining information from the States of Con- > < 
| necticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virgi- 


i nia, Kentucky, Tennessee, and South Carolina, whether 
| they have ratified the amendment proposed by Congress 


to the Constitution, concerning the suability of States ; 


having been a very long time before Congress, | and, if they have, to obtain the proper evidences: mea- < 
was a strong reason for agreeing to the report, that | sures have been taken, and information and evidences... 
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presented to the two Houses for their consideration. 
JOHN ADAMS. 

Uniren Srares, December 30, 1797. 

Mr. J. Wixtiams, from the committee appoint- 
ed to report, by bill or otherwise, whether any, 
and what, amendments are necessary to the act 
for establishing an uniform militia throughout the 
United States, reported a bill to provide for organ- 
izing, arming, and disciplining the militia of the 
United States; which was twice read, and com- 
mitted for Monday next. A 

Mr. D. FostER, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Comfort Sands, and 
others; which was twice read, and committed for 
Friday. . 

DEBT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. Van Aven thought the Government, for 
some time past, had been at a greater expense than 
‘was necessary in paying, by means of the Com- 
missioners of Loans, the interest upon the domestic 
debt of the United States. He thought the busi- 
ness might be equally as well done, at a much 
less expense, by either contracting with the banks 
in the different States, or authorizing the collec- 
tors of the revenue to pay it. In order to bring 

` the subject under the view of the House, he pro- 
posed a resolution to the following effect: 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire whether any, and, if any, what, alterations are ne- 
cessary in the act making provision for the debt of the 
United States.” 

Agreed to, and a committee of three appointed. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1798. 


Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to whom was referred the estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, of the 8th ultimo, of 
what would be necessary for the services of the 
year 1798, made a report in part—which stated 
that former appropriations had proved deficient, 
and that if a partial appropriation was not made 
before the regular appropriations were gone into, 
the public service might suffer. The deficiencies 
' were stated to be in the Quartermaster’s and In- 
dian Departments, &c., in the subsistence of the 
` Army, and also in the appropriations for the naval 
service. They proposed, however, to defer any 
-appropriation for the latter object, until they re- 
celved statements on the subject from the proper 
‘department. The report also stated that the Se- 
eretary of the Treasury had informed the com- 
` Miltee that two awards had been made, under the 
Gth article of the British Treaty, against the Uni- 
ted States, amounting to $24,921, which became 
payable in October last, but which had not yet 
been paid for want of funds; and that. other 
awards have been, or are soon expected to be, 
made, for upwards of $27,000. The committee, 
therefore, propose that the House grant $100,000 
for the deficiencies in the appropriations, (exclu- 
Sive of the deficiency of the naval service,) and 
$52,000 to meet the awards under the British 
Treaty. 


Mr. Harper, from the committee to whom was 
referred a resolution proposing the appointment 
of a committee to prepare and report a bill for 
establishing an uniform system of bankruptcy, 
made a report containing the reasons which in- 
duced the committee to believe it expedient for 
the House to adopt the resolution. 

The report having been read a second time, and 
Mr. H. moving it to be committed: 

Mr. Corr said, he believed there was some mis- 
take in this business, as—though he was of the 
committee appointed to consider the subject—he 
had never heard of this report before, and he did. 
not believe it had been submitted to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Harper said it had not, 

Mr. Nicuo.as wished, then, the report might 
be recommitted. He was not himself much in 
favor of committees detailing the reasons upon 
which they acted, as he thought it served to swell 
their Journal and Printers’ bill, without use; but 
if reasons were to be detailed, he wished they: 
might be the reasons of the committee, and not 
of the chairman. He was one of the committee, 
and had heard nothing of this report before he 
had now heard it read. 

Mr. Harper did not know why the géntleman 
from Virginia had so strong an objection to rea- 
sons being given for conduct; if he did not choose 
to guide his conduct by reason, why object to 
other gentlemen being indulged with this privi- 
lege? Astothe manner of making reports by 
committees, he believed it was usual, when the 
principle of a report was settled, to leave the man- 
ner of making it to the chairman. But the gena 
tleman’s objections, he suspected, were not to the 
reasons for the report, but to the report itself, to, 
which they were altogether opposed.. For his 
part, he could see no ground of objection to the. 
report; when the committee determined to: re- 
commend the adoption of the resolution, he 
thought it was more proper and more -respect-. 
ful to the House to report the reasons upon. which 
their opinion was founded, than merely to give an 
opinion without support. And were these reasons,’ 
he asked, never to be presented, except every gen- 
tleman on a committee agreed to them? If those 
gentlemen upon the committee who were in favor 
of the report would say the reasons now-assigned 
were not such as they approved, he also would 


‘vote for a recommittal ; but, if they were satisfied 


with them, he could see no reason for recommit- 
ting the report because. it did not satisfy gentle- 
men opposed to the business altogether.. 

Mr. Nicuouas said, if he had: objected to this 
report because it did not contain his own reasons, 
the gentleman from South. Carolina would have 
had some ground for what he had.advaneed. But 
this was not the case., He objected to it because 
it contained the gentleman’s own reasons,and not 
those of the committee; and though, as the gen- 
tleman had stated, he was. opposed: to the report, 
yet he had a right to expect to be consulted re- 
specting any reasons which were reported by that 
committee. He was not a little surprised that 
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the gentleman should insist upon his right to as- | 
sign reasons for that House, when he must recol- 

lect upon how many occasions his reasons had 
failed of producing conviction; he was sure it 
was not the intention of the committee to give 
the gentleman power to pledge them to anything 
he might choose to write; and he thought it was 
time to stop this mode of reporting. The House 
expected committees would report facts—they did 
not expect their detailed reasons. This had al- 
ways been the course of business; and if it were 
to be departed from, and reasons were to be given, 
they ought to be those of the committee, and not 
those of the chairman only. 

Mr. Corr said, he was as willing as any gentle- 
man to submit to the opinion of a majority, but 
he was as unwilling as any man to submit to any 
act which was not the act of a majority. He 
thought the gentleman was mistaken, when he 
said it was the practice of committees to author- 
ize their chairmen to make their reports, when 
once they had agreed to the principle of them. | 
The gentleman, it was true, was much more in | 
the habit of being at the head of committees than 
he, and was more likely to be acquainted with the 
usual course of this kind of business; but, if it | 
were the practice, he thought it extremely im- | 
proper. If indeed, the report had simply been | 
that the committee were of opinion a bit oigh | 
to be reported, no objection could have been'made | 
to the chairman’s having so reported; but when 
lengthy reasons were to be given, though they | 
might be very agreeable to the gentleman himself, 
they might not be so to the committee. It was 
true that he was opposed to the report itself, but 
this was not the ground upon which he now acted. 

Mr. Gatatin said he was not a member of | 
this committee, and therefore wholly disinterested | 
in the business. The report seemed to be objected į 
to on two grounds; the one, because reasons for | 
the report were given at all; and the other be- | 
cause they were the reasons of the chairman | 
himself and not of the committee. The first did | 
not strike him as being forcible. He thought it 
ought to be left to the discretion of a committee | 
whether they will report the reasons for their 
determination or not. With respect to the latter | 
objection, he agreed altogether with the gentle- ; 


| mittee of the Whole, Mr. Krrrera in the Cha 


Mr. HARPER said—seeing the business was 
likely to run into a debate—he would withdraw. 
the report. : 

Which, upon Mr. Nicuoxas’s withdrawing his 
motion for a recommitment, was allowed. i 


Turspay, January 2. 


Jonn Fow er, from the State of Kentucky, 
appeared and took his seat. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill for amending the several: 
acts for laying a duty upon spirits distilled within. 
the United States, and upon stills; which was 
twice read, and committed for to-morrow. : 

Mr. D. Foster, from the Committee of Claims, : 
made a report on the petition of Sarah Alexander, 
widow of Gen. Stirling, praying for certain lands 
which she claims as due to her late husband ; the; 
report was against the petitioner, and was referred 
to the same Committee of the Whole to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of the Repre- 
sentatives of certain deceased officers and soldiers 


GENERAL KOSCIUSKO. 


Mr. Dawson moved the order of the day on 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the claim of Gen. Kosciusko ; which motion being 
acceded to, the House resolved itself into a Com# 


> 


and the report having been read, 
Mr. Dawson said. when he had the bonor o: 
presenting this business to the House, he hope 
the proposition he then submitted would have bee 
agreed to in that way, which, in his opinion, 
would have been most honorable to the United 
States, and most agreeable to the person con 
cerned. In this hope he had been disappointed 
but, though they differed as to the mode of doing 
the business, there was but one opinion as to the 
business itself. He had now a resolution to su 
mit to the consideration of the House, which he 
trusted would meet with no opposition. It would 
be found, by the report of the Secretary of th 
Treasury, that the accounting officers were ready: 
to pay to General Kosciusko $12,280 principal, 
and $2,947 interest, from 1785 to 1788. Tores 
cover those two sums, therefore, there would ha 


men from Virginia and Connecticut, and so far! been no occasion for application to that Hous 
from its being the custom for a chairman to report | It also states, that a bill had been remitted to o 
for a committee what reasons he may think pro- ; Minister at London, for the interest from 17891 
per, he believed he was entirely mistaken. He | 1792, but which money was afterwards, by dire 
never knew an instance of the report of a com- | tion of the General, ordered to be remitted: 
mittee being presented to the House before it was | Leipsic or Dresden; but it did not appear ‘th 
first laid. before the committee itself ; for though | this order had been complied with. It was clear, 
gentlemen be in a minority they ought certainly | however, it was never received by him, nor had. 


Mr. Tuatcuer was proceeding to make some 
observations on the subject; when ` 


1792, a notification was published, informing a 
the foreign officers that provision was made 
the Treasury for the payment of the principal 
their debts, and that the interest thereon would 
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therefore cease after the last day of December in 
that year. Upon examination he did not find | 
that this arrangement was founded upon any law; 
it was, therefore, a regulation agreed upon by the 
Treasury Department, and ought not to operate 
to the injury of persons who were ignorant of it. 
It was well known, that, from the peculiar situa- 
tion of General Kosciusko at the time, that he 
could not hear of it; and the truth was, he never 
did hear of it until he arrived in this city. He 
i hoped, therefore, there would be no objection to 
the payment of the amount of the certificates, 
with interest to the present time. To effect this 
purpose, he proposed the following resolution : 

“ Resolved, That it is the opinion of this committee, 
that the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and 
directed to pay to General Kosciusko, the interest of 

| six per cent. per annum, on $12,280 54, the amount 

> of the certificate received by him from the United 
States, and now lost, from the Ist of January, 1789, to 
the 31st day of December, 1797.” 


This resolution was opposed by Messrs. Macon, 
Corr, and J. Witttams. They were opposed to 
interest being paid up to the present time, and 
wished, if any provision were made for paying 
interest beyond the time fixed by the notification of 
the Treasury, that the regulation should be a 
general one, and extend to all other foreign offi- 
cers. They were also against paying the interest, 
which had been transmitted to Paris for General 
Kosciusko’s use, and which, by his direction, was 
‘afterwards remitted to Leipsic or Dresden, as it 
‘most probably lay there, and would be paid to his 
order without their interference. 

The motion was advocated by Messrs. Vena- 
“BLE, Pinckney, J. Parker, Harper, GALLATIN, 
and T. CLAIBORNE, and was finally agreed to 
‘without a division. 

The committee rose, the House took it up, 
‘agreed to it, and referred it to a select committee 
to report a bill accordingly. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1798. 


Mr. Harper called for the order of the day on 
the report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to whom was referred a letter and report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, accompanied with esti- 
mates of the sums necessary to be appropriated for 
the service of the year 1798; which motion being 
‘acceded to, the House resolved itself into a Com- 
Mnittee of the Whole on the subject, and the fol- 
lowing report was read: 
<< It appears from the letter of the Secretary of the 
Teasury that the former appropriations for several ob- 
ects have proved deficient, and that before a general esti- 
Mate of deficiencies can be prepared and acted upon by 
ie, House, the public service may be in danger of suffer- 
ig, unless aided by a partial appropriation ‘on account. 
hese deficiencies occur in the following appropriations, 
rhich: were made by the acts of March 3d, 1797, viz: 
First, of $300,000 for the Quartermaster’s and Indian 
Departinents, the defensive protection of the frontiers, 
unties, and all contingencies of the War Department. 
ondly, of $292,678 for the subsistence of the army; 
fox which two objects the Secretary of the Treasury sup- 
3 that a partial appropriation of $200, 000 on account 


be sufficient... - 


‘¢ Partial appropriations of this nature have been cus- 
tomary, and the committee perceive no objection to that 
now requested. 

< It also appears, by the above mentioned letter, that. ` 
there is a deficiency in the former appropriations for the 
naval service, for which a partial appropriation, on ac- 
count, may also be necessary; but the committee deem 
it proper to be furnished with the particular statements 
respecting this deficiency, before they report on this 
head. These statements will probably be received in a 
few days. 

“The Secretary of the Treasury further states that 
two awards, under the seventh article of the Treaty of 
Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, with Great Britain, 
have been made in favor of British subjects whose prop- 
erty was captured within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, or by vessels fitted out there. These two awards 
amount to $24,921 81, and became payable in October 
last, but have not been paid for want of an appropria- 
tion. Other awards may soon be made, and indeed may 
have actually taken place; for the punctual discharge of 
which it is proper to provide. For this object the Sec- 
retary supposes that a further sum of $27,078 19 will 
be sufficient, making in the whole an amount of $52,000, 
which the committee are of opinion that it will be expe- 
dient to appropriate for the discharge of these awards: 
They therefore submit the following resolutions, viz: 

“< Resolved, That the sum of one hundred thousand 
dollars be appropriated, on account, for the expenses 
during the year 1798, of the Quartermaster and Indian 
Departments, defensive protection of the frontiers, boun- 
ties, and contingent expenses, of the War Department; 
and a like sum, on account, for the subsistence, during 
the said year, of the officers, non-commissioned officers, 
and privates, of the Army of the United States. 

“Resolved, That the sum of fifty-two. thousand dollars 
be appropriated for the payment of awards made, and, to 
be made, under the seventh article of the Treaty of 
Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, between the United 
States and Great Britain, in favor of British subjects 
whose property has been captured within the jurisdiction 
of the United States, or by vessels armed or fitted out. 
therein.” 


Mr. Harper said that since he made the report 
which had just been read, he had adverted to the 
rules of the House, and found that it was neces 
sary that all appropriations for money should be 
first proposed in a Committee of the Whole. -He 
wished the Chairman, therefore, to read the reso- 
lutions as blank, and he would afterwards move 
to fill them up with the sums with which they 
were at present filled. l 

This was done, and both the resolutions were 
agreed to, without debate. The House rose, agreed 
to them, and they were referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to report a bill-accordingly. 

COUNT DE GRASSE. 


Mr. Livineston called for the order of the day 
on the report of the committee on the petition of 
the daughters of Count de Grasse, which being 
agreed to, the House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and. the report on this, and 
that on their. former petition having been read, 
the resolution reported, which proposed to allow 
to each of the daughters —— dollars ‘annually, 
for life, came under consideration: 

Mr. L. moved to fill the blank with $500. 
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Mr. Wiliams thought the resolution ought to | 


have been agreed to before the blank was filled up. 
He intended to vote against the resolution itself. 
. It was true that Count de Grasse was of great ser- 
vice: to this country; and it was also true that the 
House had already acknowledged those services 
by the grant formerly made to his daughters. If 
they were to grant what was now asked for, he 
supposed they should be applied to again and 
again. There might be daughters of other for- 


eign officers whose estates were gone, as well as | 


these, and if they were to grant pensions for life 
to these petitioners, they must also do it to them, 
if they applied for it. And were there not, he 


asked, daughters of our own meritorious officers | 


who were become, as it were, a town charge? 
Were they to take up these cases also? He was 


sorry for the situation of the petitioners; but whilst | 


the daughters of our own officers were probably 
suffering for want of the pay justly due for their 
fathers’ services, he could not agree to a second 
appropriation for them. He wished Government 
to be just before it was generous. They should 
be careful how they extended their charity, and 
be well convinced that the objects of it were de- 
serving. Industry, frugality, and economy, should 
be looked after as well as charity. Nobody knew 
how the money which had been granted had been 
expended. He recollected when the widow of 
Colonel Butler (who died in the service) applied 
to the House for relief, it was denied her. He 
wished the House to be uniform in its grants. 
The acts of limitation had cut off the claims of 
many of our valuable officers and soldiers, and 
whilst they were unsatisfied, he thought they ought 
not to be too lavish in their grants to foreigners. 
He admitted the Count de Grasse had done ser- 
vice to ovr cause; but he was under the command 
of another country, who, he believed, was not in- 
fluenced altogether by our interest; they had an 
interest of theirown; they wished to separate this 
country from Great Britain. Upon the whole, 
having once relieved the petitioners, he thought 
they ought to be satisfied until we had attended to 
the wants of our own citizens. 

The question was put and negatived—45 to 32. 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) proposed to fill the 
blank with $400. 

This motion was negatived, there only being 33 
votes in favor of it. 

Mr. Isaac PARKER moved $300.. 


Mr. Nicuouas said he was at a loss to know | 


how to act in this question. He thought the se- 
lect committee had gone to work in the most ob- 
jectionable mode. The application was for tem- 
porary relief; but the committee, without any 
reason which he could see, proposed a pension for 


life. Why this was done, he could not tell ; there | 


was nothing in the cireumstances which made it 
necessary, and therefore he thought it a wanton 
act iù the committee so to report. He wished to 
reject the proposition in this shape; nor was he 


prepared to say heshould agree to it in any other. 


He thought. they were outstepping the bounds of 
their authority, in thus disposing of the public 
money. : 


Mr. Harrer moved to strike out the words 
“ during life,’ and insert, “until they shall receive 
: possession of their property.” He owned he felt 
the weight of the objections of the gentleman who 
had just sat down on this point; all that could 
| be desired was, that these young ladies should re- 
ceive a maintenance until they became possessed 
of their paternal estate. He could not admit, 
however, of the doctrine laid down from another 
quarter. In the first place, was it a just principle, 
because we could not reward all who served us, 
| that we should reward none? That because acts 
of limitations had barred the claims of many of 
our citizens, all others who had claims upon our 
justice or benevolence should be rejected? He 
| hoped this sentiment would not be agreed to ; and 
if any person who had served the United States 
were entitled to remuneration, he challenged any 
| gentleman to point out one who had a greater 
claim upon us than the family of Count de Grasse. 
No individual had ever had it in his power to 
render to the United States so singular a service 
asthis man. Mr. H. here took an animated view 
of the conduct of the Count in remaining with 
his fleet in this country, at a very critical period 
of the war, beyond the time allowed him, which 
produced one of the most brilliant events of the 
war, the capture of Yorktown and a British army, 
and which he did at the risk of everything which 
is dear to a soldier, his commission and honor. 

Let, said Mr. H., the trifling pittance proposed 
to be given to Count de Grasse’s daughters, be 
compared with the expense which a protraction 
of the war for two years would have cost, which 
was the lowest computation which could be made 
of the service? Laying aside the loss of lives and 
misery, which must have been the certain conse- 
| quences, the expense alone could not be estima- 
| ted at less than twenty millions of dollars! Yet 
i they were haggling about 50 or $100 for the dis- 
| tressed daughters of this man! And when they 
| were about to put bread into their mouths, gentle- 
| men objected to it because they did not know 
| how the former grant had been expended. Would 
| it comport with propriety or delicacy, Mr. H. 
| asked, to heighten what the petitioners must feel 

under their misfortunes by instituting an inquiry’ 
; of this kind? Should they require their daily: 
accounts, and say, here was a dollar misspent, and 
there a dollar might have been saved? If there: 
were any gentleman who wished this, he did no 
envy him his feelings. He was, however, ready 
to answer the inquiry. They had incurred a: 
debt in their passage to this country: they were’ 
turned out of a convent, their father dead, and 
their brother an exile, they were left to seek thet 
bread in a foreign country. They obtained credit 
on their estate in St. Domingo for their passage, < 
and until they received the grant of Congress; 
| they subsisted upon this credit. Strangers as they - 
| were, unacquainted with the language and cus 
| toms of the country, was it too much to suppose 
that they had expended in four years, in paying: 
their debts and in their subsistence, the $4,000 
| which had been granted to them? He though: 
| not. He believed every economy had been used; 
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and the fact was, they were now in want, and 
were indebted to private benevolence for support. 
Mr. H. trusted, that as they had, on a former 
occasion, granted them a sum of money for sub- 
sistence, they should not, whilst their necessities 
continued, withhold from them what was proper 
for their decent support. He wished the amend- 
ment he had proposed to be adopted, as when they 
became possessed of their paternal estate, they 
would be enabled to pay back what they had 
received from Congress. 

Mr. SEWALL suggested to the gentleman who 
had just sat down, whether it-would not be better 
to amend the resolution by inserting the following 
words instead of what he had offered, viz: “during 
their necessary residence respectively within the 
United States.” 

Mr. Harper consented. 

Mr. Hart ey did not like either of the amend- 
ments, as they were indefinite. He did not know 
who was to judge of the necessity of the residence, 
and it would be difficult to ascertain when they 
became possessed of their estate. He would rather 
grant the petitioners something for life, or for a 
certain period. On a former occasion they made 
an allowance to Baron Steuben for life, after he 
had been, in a great degree, requitted for his ser- 
vices. Mr. H. dwelt upon the importance of the 
service rendered by Count de Grasse, in extend- 
ing his stay beyond his orders, and contrasted it 
with the conduct of d'Estaing, who refused to 
comply with a like request; the consequences of 
which produced mischievous effects to the United 
States. He hoped, therefore, an allowance would 
be agreed to for five or seven years. 

Mr. Brooxs believed the committee differed 
more as to the manner of doing the business than 
on the question itself. He thought there were 
few members in the House who would refuse aid 
to the petitioners in one way or the other. Mr. 
B. moved to insert five years, or to leave the time 
a blank for which the grant should be made. He 
hoved the latter. i , 

- Mr. RurLenee seconded the motion. He was 
as much disposed as any gentleman to give relief 
to the petitioners, and he liked the present shape 
of the resolution much better than any other 
“which had been presented. He did not wish the 
; allowance to be for life, nor whilst their residence 
< Should be deemed necessary. He looked upon the 
services of the Count de Grasse as of great conse- 
quence to this country, and that the situation of 
“his daughters called for relief. But he could not 
“subscribe to the doctrine of his colleague, that he 
had rendered more important services in the war 
than any other man.. To assert this, he thought, 
“Was not doing justice to our own citizens. He 
believed he could mention a dozen men who had 
rendered as important services as he ; but in men- 
ioning one he might give offence to others, equally 
deserving, and he did not wish to hurt the feel- 
ings of any of our brave fellow-citizens. . Nor did 

he admit ‘that the services of the Count were 
luntary ; the report showed that they were very 
earnestly solicited, He was, however, in favor of 

providing forthe young ladies. He thought the 
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services of the father were such as claimed the 
attention of the House to their situation. 

Mr. Sewat liked his own proposition better 
than the substitute; but as he wished to afford 
relief to the petitioners in some way, he would 
withdraw his motion to make room for it. 

Mr. WixtiaMs offered some remarks upon what 
had fallen from the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Harper] with respect to his tender 
feelings ; and concluded with observing, if it were 
a loan only which was wanted, the proposition 
should be so expressed. 

Mr. Bayar did not understand that what the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Harper] 
had said went to disparage the services of any 
officer of the United States. He thought the 
warmth and enthusiasm with which that gentle- 
man plead the cause of the memorialists was 
highly honorable to him. He did not understand 
the services of the Count de Grasse to stand upon 
the same footing with those of our own citizens; 
for, though their services were not sufficiently 
compensated, yet they received something, but he 
or his family never received anything by way. of 
compensation, except what had been. allowed to 
his daughters. If, therefore, he were to be put 
upon the same footing with our own citizens, his 
family would be entitled to make a larger demand 
na any allowance they were proposing to make 
them. 

Mr. LiıvinesTon apprehended it was verysim- 
material whether the resolution was agreed to in. 
a limited way, or for life; in either case, he had 
a strong conviction on his mind that the justice 
and humanity of the country would never suffer 
these ladies to want whilst they remained: in it. 
Mr. L. severely censured what had fallea from 
his colleague [Mr. Wrutrams] and charged him 
with a want of feeling to all claims, though he 
objected to this, because the demands of our own 
citizens were unattended to. He added, that his 
constituents would not thank him for this penu- 
riousness. Some gentlemen had objected to the 
proposition from Constitutional scruples, thinking 
the Constitution did not authorize them to extend 
a grant to this case. These gentlemen were enti- 
tled to more respect. He paid due deference to. 
their opinions; but he felicitated himself that 
these objections had no weight with him. He 
acted from those warm principles of benevolence 
which he hoped always to preserve. When the 
Constitution of the United States was framed, it 
was intended for the general good; and in this 
was included the power to reward services which 
have a claim upon our justice and humanity: for 
though these services might not. be reduced to a 
demand in pounds, shillings, and pence, yet if they 
were such. as’ required attention from national 
generosity and national. justice, they ought tg ‘be 
heard, and such were the services, all must allow; 
of Count de Grasse. 5 

“Mr. L: urged the importance of these services 
to the United -States, and asked whether the 
House would deny the poor. pittance proposed to 
be given, when these were considered, He de- 
precated the idea of granting anything to the 
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etitioners on the ground of charity. The reso- 
ution did not propose this. It proposed a grant 
in consideration of important services. This 
ground was honorable, that pitiful. He should 
be ashamed to ask charity for the petitioners; he 
asked justice: he believed they were not disposed 
to ask charity. Mr. L. concluded by justifying 
the committee in making the report they had 
made, as the only one which, in their opinion, 
would be equal to the adequate relief of the 
petitioners. 

Mr. Harper rose to justify himself against a 
charge of disparaging the merits of our own 
brave officers. He did not expect, when it was 
well known that no man had ever shown a greater 
regard for this class of citizens than he had done, 
that such a sentiment should for a moment have 
been harbored by any gentleman in that House. 
But he did say, and would again say, that no 
single individual had it in his power to do so im- 
portant an act for the United States, as the Count 
de Grasse had done, though he knew there were 
thousands, and tens of thousands of our citizens, 
who would be ready to do it, if they were placed 
in the same situation. 

Mr. Wiutiams answered the remarks of his 
colleague, (Mr. Livinesron,) and denied that he 
had ever been backward in attending to the 
claims of his fellow-citizens; he had always been 
ready to do them full justice. As to his consti- 
tuents not thanking him for objecting to this 
claim, he thought they would be better satisfied 
with his conduct than if he were to commence a 
system of penstons. 

“Mr. Sueparp did not think any gentleman 
would have objected to the proposed allowance. 
No one officer, he said, ever did such important 
services for the United States as the Count de 
Grasse; and he was certain that no officer in the 
army would feel hurt at what had fallen from the 
gentleman from South Carolina on the subject. 
They would be glad to hear of our own officers 
and soldiers being fully compensated; but if this 
could not be done, they would be glad to find 
foreigners more fortunate. He hoped the resolu- 
tion would pass; if not, they should appear odious, 
not only to their own country, but to every other. 
_. After a few words from Mr. Harriey and Mr. 
T. CLAIBORNE, in favor of the resolution, the 
question was put and carried, without a division. 

The committee rose, the House took up the 
resolution, (the time and sum both being blank,) 
and agreed to it, 57 votes being in its favor. It 
was referred tothe select committe to bring ina bill. 


CITIZENS ENTERING FOREIGN SERVICE: 


Mr. Harper said, that at the last session there 
was a bill brought forward for prohibiting citi- 
zeng of the United States from entering into the 
military or naval service of any foreign Prince or 
State, which was agreed to in that House, but 
finally postponed.. As the same reason existed 
for the bill now as existed then, he wished to have 
it again brought before the House, and for that 
purpose proposed a resolution for the appointment 
of a committee to report such a bill. 


Wepnespay, January 3. 


Mr. TuatcHEeR presented a petition from John 
Breadley and other deputy postmasters, in the 
State of Massachusetts, stating that when they 
received their authority, and gave bonds for the 
due performance of their office, it was understood 
that they were not to be accountable for the loss 
of bank notes, or other valuble papers which 
passed through their offices, but that a legal decis- 
ion had lately taken place which had determined 
that the post offices were liable for all such losses ; 
which determination, it was apprehended, would 
subject them to be speculated upon by designing 
persons, who might allege they had sent notes, 
&c., by the post, which never had been sent. 
They pray, therefore, that when the Post Office 
law shall come under consideration, a clause 
may be inserted in it declaratory of the law in 
this respect. 

Referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to whom was referred a resolution on 
the expediency of admitting licences for distilling 
spirits to be taken for a week, reported it as the 
opinion of that committee that the proposition 
ought not to be adopted. The report was twice.: 
read, and referred to the same Committee of the 
Whole to whom was referred the bill relative to 
the duty on spirits. i 

Mr. Dawson reported a bill to provide for | 
the payment of the interest of a certificate given 
by the United States to General Kosciusko, which 
was twice read and committed for to-morrow. 


UNIFORM BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. Harrer, from the committee appointed to . 
consider the subject of a bankrupt law, was di- 
rected by the committee to present the report 
which he laid before the House the day before 
yesterday. It was in the following words : 

“The committee to whom was referred the follow 
ing resolution, ‘Resolved, That a committee be ap: 
pointed to prepare and report a bill for establishing ar 
uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the Unit 
States,’ having taken the matter into consideration, 
beg leave to submit the following report: ; 

“In so complicated, and, as respects this country 
so new a subject, as a system of bankruptcy, it m 
be expected that many difficulties will occur, thal 
many objections will arise, and that many doubts will 
be entertained, as to the possibility, and even as to th 
advantages, of such an establishment. Such doubt 
and difficulties have presented themselves forcibly t 
the committee, even in this preliminary stage of th 
business; but, without undertaking to decide how fat 
it may be practicable to surmount them, they conceive. 
that the attempt ought to be made. They are of opin 
ion that this institution is greatly desired by the mer 
cantile part of the community, on which itis calculated. 
more peculiarly to operate; and they can see no reasoi 
to doubt of its beneficial effects in the support of mer 
cantile credit, the prevention of fraud, the restraint o 
imprudent and destructive speculation, and the relie 
of honest industry, reduced to distress by the viciss 
tudes of trade, provided it can be adopted under si 
modifications as may obviate the objections, and pr 
vent the abuses, whereto it is supposed to be liable. 


PLE Ra RE LENE EPE ARAE LO SET 


* 


797 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


798 


January, 1798.] 


Appropriations for 1798. 


[H. or R. 


“ Whether this can be accomplished is, 


provision may be brought into view, 


sons of the decision fally before them, 
it with more cheerfulness. 


sive as the whole Union, 
by expectations from that quarter, 
local establishments for themselves. 


expedient to adopt the aforesaid resolution.” 


The report having been read, Mr. HARPER 
moved that it have 


_ carried, 43 to 27, and the House having concurred 
in the report, a committee of five members was 
appointed to report a bill accordingly. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1798. 


My. Harper, from the committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill for making certain, partial 
_ appropriations for the service of the year 1798, 

and for other purposes; which was twice read, and 

ordered to be committed to a Committee of the 
‘Whole to-day. 
- On motion, the House immediately resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on this bill, 
Mr. Krrrera in the Chair; when, the bill having 
been read, 
_ Mr. Varnum wished to be informed as to the 
‘captures which had been made from the British, 
‘Within the waters of the United States. He 
thought there could not be many of this descrip- 
tion. 

Mr. Harper said, if the gentleman would turn 
to the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
this subject, he would find that two awards of this 
-description had already been made, amounting to 
$24,921, and that others were expected to be made, 

or might now be made, which would require the 
-Yemainder of the sum proposed to be granted. 
The number of vessels which came under this 
article he never understood to be great ; he never 
¡heard of more than four or five. 
. Mr. Varnoum did not feel willing to appropriate 
larger sum than was necessary to meet the 
awards already made. It would be time enough 
0. appropriate for other awards when they were 
made. 
Mr. Harper read an extract from the letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on this subject. 
The vessels already awarded for were, he said, 
thé Jane, and the Lovely Lass; the remainder of 

e sum was by estimate. When the other awards 
would be made was uncertain; they might be 
already made, or they might not be made for a 
ew weeks; but, whenever they were determined, 

was proper there should be money in the Trea- 
Süry to meet the demand; and, if it were not 


wanted, it would of course go to the surplus fund. 


in the opin- 
ion of the committee, to be ascertained only by the 
introduction and full discussion of a bill, where every 
and all those de- 
tails presented by which the benefits of such an institu- 
tion are to be resulted, and its inconveniences avoided. 
When the difficulties attending this measure shall have 
been fairly encountered, should they be found insur- 
mountable, the public, it is presumed, having the rea- 
will acquiesce in 
The States, too, in that 
case, knowing that Congress have considered the sub- 
ject, and found it impracticable, on a scale so exten- 
will no longer be prevented, 
from attempting 


: “The committee are, therefore, of opinion that it is 


i a second reading for the pur- 
pose of being concurred in; which motion being 


The committee rose and reported the bill. The 
House took it up; when . 

Mr. Varnum moved to strike out the sum of 
$32,000, in order to insert $24,921, the amount of 
the awards made. 

Mr. Lyon seconded the motion. 

Mr. Corr said, that the mode proposed by the 
bill was the orderly course of doing business, 
which was, to have money in the Treasury to 
meet demands against the Government as they 
became due. With respect to the $24,921 already 
due, the ordinary mode had been departed from, 
as the awards were made in October last, but were 
not paid for want of money. He presumed gen- 
tlemen did not wish to introduce a new system 
in the money transactions of Government; if not, 
they would agree to the bill as reported. 

Mr. Bayarp said, if they meant to preserve the 
good faith of the nation, it was necessary to make 
the appropriation proposed by the bill. To show 
this, Mr. B. read an extract from the British Trea- 
ty, in which it was stipulated that “the amount 
of the awards should be paid at the time and 
places pn But if money were not appro- 
priated for the purpose, this could not be done. 

Mr. Varnum replied that, if it should be neces- 
sary to appropriate this money during the present 
session, it was not necessary to prepare it in this 
bill. He wished it to appear in the general appro- 
priation bill. f i 

Mr. Kirrera said, that the same reasoning 
would apply in respect to the $100,000 proposed 
to supply the deficiencies in former appropriations; 
as, though that sum was wanted for the service of 
the year 1798, it was not all wanted immediately 
though it might be necessary before the general 
appropriation could be made. 

Mr. Lyon said, that if he had the same inform- 
ation with respect to the $100,000 which he had 
relative to the other sums, he should be equally: 
opposed to it. He hoped the $24,921 would: be 
agreed to, and that they should not have much 
more money to pay on this account. 

The motion for striking out was put, and nega- 
tived, there being only 23 votes in favor of it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading to-morrow. 


DUTIES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. Harper moved the order of the day on the 
bill to amend the several acts for laying a duty 
On spirits distilled within. the United States, and 
on stills; which motion being agreed to, the House 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole.on 
the subject, Mr. Kirrera in the Chair. The bili 
having been read, 

Mr. Macon said, that the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, on the proposition for 
allowing distillers to take licenses for a week, hav- 
ing been referred to that. committee, if it. were 
taken up at all, this was’ the proper time... He 
should, therefore, propose an additional section to 
the bill, to embrace this object. 

Mr. M. accordingly presented a section to allow 
of weekly licenses, . . 

This motion produced a considerable: debate 
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It was opposed by Messrs. SEWALL, GRISWOLD, 
GALLATIN, Gorpon, and Brooxs, on the ground 
that the duty now paid upon spirits distilled from 
fruit (which description of distillers this regula- 
tion was avowedly intended to accommodate) was 
not equal to that paid by distillers of grain, as the 
duty on spirits distilled from fruit was not more 
than two and a half cents per gallon, whilst that 
‘on spirits distilled from grain paid seven cents; 
and, if the amendments were agreed to, this ine- 
quality would be increased—for persons who took 
a license for a week, by preparing their materials 
beforehand, and working night and day, would 
finish their business within that time, which 
otherwise would have required a fortnight; by 
which means the duty would be reduced from 
six cents per gallon, on the capacity of their stills, 
to four; that it would increase the temptation to 
fraud, as that temptation was strong, or the con- 
trary, in proportion to the length of time for which 
a license was taken; as a person taking a license 
for a fortnight, by working his still one day past 
the time specified in his license would gain half a 
cent a gallon on the capacity of his still, whilst 
he who took out a license for six months would 
only gain half that sum. If licenses for a week 
were allowed, the temptation would therefore be 
increased; that such a regulation would greatly 
augment the duties of excise officers, without ren- 
dering any material advantages to individuals— 
since, if the owner of a still of fifty gallons took 
out a license for a fortnight, when a week might 
have served, he would only pay a dollar more 
than he would have paid for a week; that when 
this scale of duties was made, reference was had 
to the situation of persons who would be obliged 
to take out a license for a fortnight, though they 
might not have fruit to employ a still more than 
a few days, and a rate proportionably low adopted; 
that the same reasons which were urged for allow- 
ing licenses for a week might be urged for allow- 
ing one for two days; that, though there might 
be some inconveniences experienced by the dis- 
tillers of fruit, (as it was not doubted there might 
be in other parts of the law,) yet, as it was only 
just got into operation, it would not be right to 
enter into the proposed regulation, but defer it to 
the period when it would most probably be neces- 
a to go into a review of the whole law. 

“The motion was supported by Messrs. Macon, 
Harrison, HARPER, J. Parker, Nicnotas, Ven- 
ABLE, R. WitiiaMs, New, Dennis, T. CLAIBORNE, 
and Cray. It wasasserted that the law as it now 
stood excluded four out of five of the owners of 
orchards in the Southern States from distilling 
their early fruit at all; that their peaches ripened 
hastily, and as hastily rotted, if not made use of. 
Persons who- had only fruit to employ their stills 
for three or four days, sooner than take a license 
for a fortnight, suffered their fruit to rot; and to 
allow licenses for a week would produce a consi- 
derable augmentation of the revenue, since those 
persons only would take such a license, who, if 
that privilege were not allowed, would not take 
out a license at all, or such as had occasion to dis- 
tila few days longer after their two weeks’ license 


i three times over. Indeed, he believed, more pelt 


was expired. It was unjust to require a man, 
who had only a small orchard, and oceasion to 
use a still but a few days, to pay a much higher 
duty upon his brandy than his more opulent 
neighbor. It was not so inconsiderable an object 
as gentlemen supposed, since it had not reference 
to one license only—farmers in the Southern 
States having occasion to take out separate 
licenses for their early, their middle, and their 
latter fruits; and this regulation would not open 
a door to fraud, as was supposed. It was an un- 
deserved imputation upon the characters of per- 
sons concerned in this business, to suppose they 
could be tempted to defraud the revenue for the 
sake of half a cent per gallon upon what they 
could distil in a day. The penalties consequent 
upon fraud, if the virtue of the persons concerned 
could not be relied upon, were sufficient to guard 
against them; and, if they were not, it could not 
be expected, as some gentlemen seemed to sup- 
pose, that the excise officers should overlook the 
conduct of every distiller. If they were to be so 
inspected and scourged, an attempt to defraud the 
revenue could scarcely be blamed ; and, except it 
were the intention of gentlemen to crush this do- 
mestic manufacture, no reasonable objection could 
be urged against the proposition. The objections `; 
which had been urged proved the ignorance of 
gentlemen in respect to this branch of business; : 
for, though the excise officers would have some 
wouble in issuing licenses, it was believed they 
would be well satisfied to encounter it, since their 
profits were in proportion to the quantity of spirits 
distilled; and though this law had been bata short 
time in being, the last season, having been a scarce 
fruit season, had given a good opportunity of try- 
ing it. As the application for this amendment: ; 
was seconded by the whole of the Southern coun- 
try, it was entitled to respect, and ought not to 
be branded with being a fraudulent design upon 
the revenue. 

In the course of the debate, Mr. GALLATIN 
called upon gentlemen acquainted with the sub- 
ject, to say what was the quantity of spirits which 
could be distilled from peaches in a week by a 
still of the capacity of thirty, forty, or fifty gal- 
lons, with a view to show that this species of sp 
rits paid less at present than spirits distilled from: 
grain. 

Mr. Cray answered this inquiry, by saying, th 
a still of fifty gallons would distil from five t 
seven gallons of brandy a day. If the weather 
was wet, and the peaches rotted quickly, not mor 
than five; bat when the weather was dry, and th 
peaches sound, seven gallons might be produced. 

The question on the amendment was at length 
put and carried—45 to 37. ; 

Mr. Dennis said, he wished to try another prin 
ciple in this bill. The law at present required an. 
annual entry of stills, whether they were used or. 
not, which occasioned persons frequently to ride 
twenty or thirty miles to make the entry, whe 
they had no intention to make use of their still; 
and not unfrequently, from not meeting with th 
officers at home, this journey was taken two 6 
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alties had been incurred on account of. this regu- 
lation than any other, and he looked upon it asa 
useless regulation. When a still was once enter- 
ed, he thought it was sufficient, and no future en- 
try ought. to be required, except when a still was 
about to be made use of, or when it was transferred 
into other hads. Mr. D. proposed a section to this 
effect; but, after some objections to the introduc- 
tion of so important a provision into this bill, 
(which, before it could be decided upon would re- 
quire considerable discussion,) by Messrs. HART- 
LEY, GALLATIN and Harper, he agreed to with- 
draw it for the present. 

It having. been agreed. to fill the blank of the 
sum per gallon to be paid on the capacity of a 
still, when a license was taken for a week, with 
four cents, the committee rose; the House took 
up the amendments, agreed to them, and the bill 
‘was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading to- 
morrow. 


Tuurspay, January 4. 


Mr. Harper reported a bill prescribing the mode 
of taking evidence in cases of contested elections, 
and to compel the attendance of witnesses ; which 
was twice read, and committed for Monday. 

A message was received from the Senate, com - 
municating a bill for allowing compensation to 
the Doorkeeper of the Senate, and his assistant, 
for the last session of Congress. This bill was 
twice read, and committed for to-morrow. 

The bill for making certain partial appropria- 
tions for the service of the year 1798; was read 
the third time and passed. 

Also, the bill to amend the several acts for lay- 
ing a duty on spirits distilled within the United 
States, and on stills. 

Mr. J. Witwtams called up for decision the re- 
solution which he laid upon the table the other 
day, proposing the appointment of a committee to 
consider whether the office of Commissioner of 
the Revenue might not now be dispensed with. 
The resolution was agreed to, and a committee 
appointed, 

Mr. Dawson moved the order of the day on the 
bill providing for the payment of the interest on a 
certificate due to General Kosciusko; which being 
-agreed to, the House went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the subject; and, after reading the 
bill, rose and reported it. It was ordered to be 
read a third time to-morrow. 

Mr. Harper called up for decision a resolution 
which he laid upon the table the day before yes- 
terday, proposing the appointment of a committee 
.to bring in a bill to prohibit citizens of the United 
States from entering into the military or naval ser- 
Vice of any foreign Prince or State. 

“The résolution was carried—46 to 22, and a 
committee of three appointed. 

Mr. Livineston reported a bill authorizing the 
ayment of certain:sums of money to the daugh- 
ts of the late Count de Grasse ; which was twice 
Read, and committed for to morrow.: : 


passed in 1789, the regulation of pilots was left to 
: 5th Con.—26 


“Mr. Sprig said, that bya law of Congress 


individual States. Much inconvenience had arisen 
on this account from the clashing Jaws of differ- 
ent States, particularly from those of Virginia and 
Maryland, which caused considerable embarrass- 
ment in the Chesapeake and Potomac. Toremove 
this evil, or at least to call the attention of the 
House to this subject, he proposed a resolution .to 
the following effect: : 
“ Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce ‘ani 
Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency or inexpediency of making further provision in’ 
the law for the regulation of pilots, and that they re-: 
port by bill or otherwise.” : 


The resolution was agreed to. 


WILLIAM BELL. 


Mr. Lrvinaston, from the Committee on 
Commerce and Manufactures, made a report 
on the petition of William Bell, at present im- 
prisoned in this city for the nonpayment ofa 
custom-house bond. The committee report. unfa- 
vorably in this case. They had some doubts. as 
to the law passed in 1796, for the relief‘of persons 
confined for debt, whether it were intended to ‘ope- 
rate in favor of persons imprisoned at the suit of 
the United States. They accordingly addressed. 
the Attorney General upon the subject, who was 
of opinion it did. Some legal decisions: having, 
as the committee understood, been: differently 
made, they thought it: best, at present, not to re+ 
commend any explanatory law, but to decline af. 
fording any relief to the petitioner, and wait the: 
issue of a determination of the Supreme Courts 
as, if that decision should be in favor of this.class 
of debtors, there would: be no occasion for the :in- 
terference of the Legislature ; if not, an explana- 
tory act might afterwards be passed. eee 

After a few observations from Messrs. Livines= 
ton, Macon, and Nicwo.as, the report was com= 
mitted fer Monday. ae 


THE MINT. 


Mr. Harrer moved. that the Committee.of the 
Whole be discharged from a further consideration 
of the letter from the Secretary of State, enclosing 
a report of the Director of the Mint, suggesting 
the expediency of some alterationsin its establish~ 
ment, to render it less expensive to the ‘public, 
and more accommodating to depositors, in order 
that it might be referred to the Committee ‘of 
Ways and Means. As he supposed it was intend- 
ed to appropriate a sum of money for the purpose. 
of purchasing bullion, it was proper‘the subject | - 
should go to’that committee. i : 

Mr. Nicnouas wished, before anything was 
done in the matter, to-know the issue of the bill 
at present pending relative to foreign coin. If it 
should. be disagreed to, and the circulation: of for- 
eign Goin-were to be stopped, he supposed there 
would be no necessity for appropriating money 
for the purchase of bullion... 

Mr. Harper thought that, notwithstanding -the 


bill which the gentleman alluded to, was not yet de- 


cided upon, he saw .no-reason-why. the course he 
proposed should not be taken, since the Committee 
of Ways and Means could in the mean time be 
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turning its attention to the subject, without re- 
porting upon it, until the bill now in its passage, 
was decided upon. 

Mr. GALLATIN did not think it proper that this 
subject should go to the Committee of Ways and 
Means at present. The House ought first to de- 
cide whether they will make an appropriation for 
this object. If they so determined, the resolution 
would, of course, be referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. It was proper, also, that an 
inquiry should be made, (which, he understood, 
it was the intention of a gentleman to bring for- 
ward,) why the Treasury Department had not 
carried the former law into execution, which re- 
quired all foreign coin, except Spanish dollars and 
parts thereof, which came into their hands, to be 
recoined before it was reissued. Mr. G. said, there 
would be the same propriety in sending a propo- 
sition for raising of an army to the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, as there would be in sending 
the letter and report in question. 

Mr. Harrer knew the House must determine 
whether any appropriation should be made for the 
object in question ; but it was for the Committee 
of Ways and Means io say, how the business could 
best be done, and whether there was money enough 
in the Treasury for the purpose, or whether a tax 
would be necessary to effect it. But, if the sub- 
ject were discussed before any report was had 
from the Committee of Waysand Means, it would 
be.used as a strong argument against the measure, 
that there would be need of additional taxes to 
meet the appropriation. 
` Mr. J. Witiiams wished, before they took an 
‘step in this matter, to know the fate of the bill in 
‘the Senate, with respect to foreign coin. 

This motion was put and negatived, without a 
division. 

My. Havens submitted a resolution to the fol- 
lowing effect: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to lay before this House such information as it 
is in his power to give respecting the execution of the 
third. section of the act to regulate foreign coin, and for 
other purposes, passed February 9, 1793, and which 
directs that all foreign gold and silver coin, except Span- 
ish dollars and parts thereof, which shall be received in 
payment by the United States, after the coining of gold 
and silver coin shall begin at the Mint of the United 
States, shall, previous to its being reissued into circula- 
tion, be coined anew; and if this part of the law has 
not. been executed, to explain the causes which prevent 
its execution.” ; 

Some objections were made to this resolution. 

A motion was made by Mr. Krrrera to amend 
it, by striking out all which follows “ February 9, 
1798 3” but, after'a few desultory remarks upon 
this motion, it was superseded. by one made by 

Mr. Gorpon. to postpone the question ull to-mor- 
row; Which was carried... 4 
CANADIAN REFUGEES. 

“On motion of Mr: J.. Witiiams, the House re- 
solved’ itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the bill for the relief of Nova Scotia and Gana- 
dian ‘refugees. The bill was read, and -several 
amendments introduced’ into it; the principal of 


which were, one to reduce the age of persons en- 

| titled to land from eighteen to fourteen years at 
the time of their entering the territory of the Uni- 
ted States; the other, to extend the allowance to 
female as well as male refugees, who were of that 
age at the time of their emigration. At length 
the committee rose, and asked leave to sit again; 
but leave was refused by the House, and the bill 
was recommitted, in order to make it conformable 
to the amendments. 


Frivay, January 5. 


The bill for the payment of interest on a certi- 
ficate due to General Kosciusko, was read the third 
time and passed. 


EXPERIMENTAL LINES. 


The Spraxer laid before the House a letter and 
report from the Secretary of War, in pursuance 
of a resolution of the House of the 28th ult., rela- 
tive to the running of the line of experiment from 
Clinch river to the Chilhowee mountain, by order 
of the Governor of the Territory of the United 
States south of the Ohio; which was read. 

_ Mr. N. Surrx moved the usual order of print- 
ing. 

‘Mr. W. Cramorne hoped the motion would 
not be agreed to, as it would unnecessarily pro- 
tract the business. Though the report was ver 
long, most of it was irrelevant to the inquiry whic 
had been made, which only was to know whether 
the line of experiment was run by the authority 
of the United States. This fact, he said, must 
appear at once evident, and the House was as well 
prepared to discuss the subject as they could be 
when their report was printed. He hoped, there- 
fore, further delay would not take place with 
respect to the situation of these distressed and in- 
jured people—a situation which must be lamented 
by all who could feel for deep distress. 

After a few other observations, (and being i 
formed by the Clerk, on inquiry, that the report 
might be printed by Monday,) the motion w: 
agreed to, and the report was referred to the Com 
mittee of the Whole, to whom was referred. the 
remonstrance and petition of the State of Te 
nessee. ` 


INCREASE OF CLERKS. 


A Message was received from the President of. 
the United States, enclosing a report from the 
Secretary of War, of the 30th December, stating 
that the five clerks at present employed in the 
War Office, to whom were paid the following an- 
nual salaries, viz: $1,200, $900, two $770, and onè 
$400, were insufficient to do the present business, 
and wishing a larger appropriation, to enable him 
to increase the number.. Referred to the Com 
mittee of Revisal and Unfinished Business. ©) 


FOREIGN COINS. 


¢ My. Havens called up the resolution which. 
yesterday laid upon the table, respecting ‘the e 
‘cution of the act relative to foreign coins; whic 
“motion being agreed to, $ eo 


= Mr. Kirreka renewed his motion for striking 
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out all the words following the date; which was | Ns one could say whether thislaw could be carried 
carried—46 to 39. into effect in future. The only way in which this 
The motion being on agreeing to,the resolution | could be ascertained was by ‘the inquiry proposed. 
as amended, Mr. Gattatin believed, if the gentlemen who 
Mr. Oris said, since the latter part of the reso- objected to this resolution would recur to the 
lution had been agreed to be stricken out, he had | situation of this business, they would withdraw 
no great objection to it; but he wished to know | their opposition. The report of the committee 
the object of the gentleman in bringing it forward. | appointed on the subject of the Mint last year, 
It appeared to him calculated to have no effect, | not having been acted upon, had been referred to 
except to cast a reflection upon the Treasury De- |a Committee of the Whole this session, and might 
partment. f : . {any day be called up for consideration. That 
Mr. Havens said, the object which he had in| report proposed the passage of a resolution appro- 
view was to show that one of the most important | priating dollars for the purchase of bullion. 
clauses of the law in question had not been exe- | This resolution was predicated upon a supposition 
cuted. That law directed, that as soon as the| that the act in question had not and could not be 
Mint commenced its operations, all the foreign | carried into effect. But the reason assigned for 
coins received at the Treasury should pass through | this supposition was now removed, as it was 
the Mint. No doubt could be had that the law | founded upon the ground of the President not hav- 
had not been executed in this respect, and he had ing issued his proclamation to determine the time 
no doubt that it could not be executed ; and if it | when the coining at the Mint should begin. That 
could not, the House ought to repeal it. There proclamation had now been issued, and he wished 
were other parts of the law which were not exe- | to know whether there was yet a necessity for an 
cuted, and therefore it ought to be revised and appropriation ; he wished to know how farthe law 
amended. Mr. H. denied having any intention of | had been executed, what had prevented its execu- 
reflecting upon the Treasury Department; his tion, and whether in future it could be executed, 
only object was to obtain information. If it were found, by the information which-should 
Mr. Ruruevas looked upon the measure as | be received, that hereafter all the foreign coin 
harmless, but unnecessary, and therefore he should | which comes into the Treasury may be sent into 
oppose it. He believed it had been shown, im a | the Mint, there would be no necessity for an ap- 
former debate, that the Treasury had been strait- | propriation; but if this regulation could not be 
ened for money; that it could’ not comply with carried into effect, the law ought to be repealed, 
the terms of the act, except the Secretary had | and an appropriation made. ba eRe 
suffered the creditors of Government to wait for] Mr. Oris said, the reasons which had been given’ 
their money until it could be recoined, which, in | in favor of adopting this resolution were, in: his 
his opinion, he wisely determined not to do. ; opinion, reasons against it. Though he believed the 
Mr. VENABLE said he was upon the committee | law never could be literally executed, he believed 
appointed to report upon the subject of foreign it had been virtually executed. It was allowed, 
com. At that time, he found it necessary to make | that before the report of last session, there was suf- 
some inquiry of the Secretary of the Treasury, | cient reason for not carrying the law into effect; 
how it had happened that the law in question had | and since that time, it appeared by the Mint report, 
not been carried into effect. The reasons given, | that upwards of $50,000 had been sent to the Mint 
Were those assigned by the gentleman who had | from the Bank of the United States, which he sup- 
just sat down. He believed there was another posed was a larger proportion of the cash-received 
reason. The money received in all the out-ports by the Treasury in crowns, and, of course, proved 
‘Was not sent to the Treasury in cash, but in notes. that the act had been executed since that ‘time. 
Very little cash, he believed, came into the Trea- He believed the law could not be literally exe- 
sury. It was true, the paper received would com- cuted, because the notes of the Bank of the United 
‘mand cash from the banks; and if it could have States were made a tender for all money due the 
been got in time from the Mint, it might have been Government; and it was well known that ‘all 
so obtained and sent there. If official information money transactions, particularly where there were 
On this point were wished, it could certainly be banks, were mostly carried on in notes. It might 
got; but he thought if anything was done, it would be said, these notes were representatives of specie; 
be better to revise the business generally. and that specie might be got for them; but if Gov- 
Mr. Nicuoxas said, there was a proposition com- ernment were always to call-upon the Bank óf 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House for | pe United States for specie for their notes, where 
providing for what was intended to have been Pro- | would be the use-of making them a legal tender 2 
duced by meansof this law. It was supposed that | But if the bank were to be called upon for specie, 
this law would have produced bullion enough.and | when they knew it were intended to send crowns 
that the quantity of coin issued from the Mint | to the Mint, they would make payment in dollars. 
Would have reduced the circulation of foreign Upon the whole, as there seemed to be some von. 
olns to a mere trifle. The House had been told trariety between this law and the bank law mak- 
t had not been convenient for the Secretary of ing the paper of the United States a lawful tender, 
he Treasury to send foreign coin to the Mint; it would be best to refer the business tò å select 
tit was not known to a certainty why this had committee to håve it properly digested,and not 
‘ot been done—whether it was from the tardiness |. -. ; 


Reger ae erie ave ; single out this particular; ’so-as to. casta reflection 
f the Mint, or from the inability of the Treasury. upon the Tretsury Department, Bas 
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Mr. Nicuotas said he had before declared he 
had no intention of casting a censure upon the 
Treasury Department. The gentleman asserted 
that the law had been virtually executed, for two 
reasons: first, because the revenues being chiefly 
paid in bank: paper, it had nothing to operate upon. 
This was a strange way of executing the law. 
The gentleman would admit, if one arrangement 
in a law interfered with another, it must want 
revisal. If the manner of conducting business at 
the bank put it out of the power of the Treasury 
to execute the law, it might be necessary to enter 


into some stipulation as to the proportion of | said that the clergy, in his part of the country, had 


French crowns which they should refund to the 
Government, in consideration of the deposites 
which were made with them. The gentleman’s 
other argument was a very extraordinary one, 
that, because the Bank of the United States had 
sent the value of $50,000 in French crowns to the 
Mint on its own account, the law had been virtu- 
ally-executed. But, even supposing these crowns 
could be. considered as coming from the Treasury, 
he:wished to know what would be the future op- 
eration of the law, which information the resolu- 
tion was calculated to produce. 

Mr. Krrrera said the latter part of the resolu- 
tion having been done away, which to him was 
very objectionable, he should not oppose the re- 
mainder. If any gentleman wished for informa- 
tion from any Department of the Government -to 
enable him to legislate upon a question, he should 
never. be against it. He believed their laws 
would be more consistent, if more frequent calls 
were made, 

The motion was put and carried without a 
division. . 


COUNT DE GRASSE. 


Mr. Livinesron called for the order of the day 
on the bill for granting an annuity to the daugh- 
ters of the late Count de Grasse; which being 
agreed to, the House resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the subject, Mr. Denr in the 
Chair; and, after a number of desultory observa- 
tions, the blanks were filled up, viz: the time for 
which the annuities should continue was fixed at 
five years, and the sum per annum to be allowed 
at $500 each.. The first question was determined 
by-a considerable majority, there being 57 votes 
in favor of it; the latter was carried—46 to 38. 

- The ‘committee then rose and reported the 
amendments. .They were all agreed to withouta 


division, except the sum to be allowed per an- |: 


num.. : When that question was put; 
Mr. J. Witiiams hoped it would not be agreed 
to... When the subject was before under discus- 
- sion, the question-on $500 and $400 had been ne- 
gatived. $500.a year forthe four daughters for 
five years, he said, would be $10,000, He thought 
this avery serious sum...He again adverted to 
the situation. of many of our. own citizens, and 
called for the yeas aad ays upon the question. 
Mr: Harrer asked whether, if, when the Count 
de Grasse was- solicited. to remain with the-fleet 
under his.command in the Chesapeake; at hisown 
risk and responsibility, he had asked as.a: condition 


that on some future day $10,000 should be grant- 
ed to his daughters, would it not have been com- 
plied with, if it had been ten times that sum 2 
And ought his descendants to be more hardly 
dealt with because their father had the generosity 
and magnanimity not to make the demand? He 
trusted not. 

After some observations in favor of concurring 
with the Committee of the Whole in their vote; 
by Messrs. Tuatrcner, Brooxs, Livineston, and 
Gorpon ; and against it by Messrs. Varnum, 
McDoweELL, and Macon—the former of whom 


not more than three hundred and thirty dollars a 
year; and the latter gentleman produced three 
cases of our own citizens who had lost their lives in 
the service of the United States, whose familieshad 
been much more hardly dealt’ with, viz: the fa: 
mily of a Lieutenant Colonel, who had four hun- 
dred and fifty dollars a year granted them; that 
of a Major, three hundred dollars a year ; and that 
of the Marshal of Georgia, whose family had a 
grant of two thousand dollars—the yeas and 
nays were taken, as follows: 


Yxas—John Allen, David Bard, James A. Bayard, 
David Brooks, John Chapman, James Cochran, John 
Dawson, John Dennis, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
Albert Gallatin, William Gordon, William B. Grove, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Thomas. 
Hartley, Joseph Heister, William Hindman, Hezekiah: 
L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, Walter Jones, John: 
Wilkes Kittera, Edward Livingston, James Machi 
Blair McClenachan, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. Morri 
Isaac Parker, Thomas Pinckney, John Rutledge, jr. 
Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, 
Tompson J. Skinner, Nathaniel Smith, George Thatch: 
er, Richard Thomas, John E. Van Alen, Philip V 
Cortlandt, and Peleg Wadsworth—40. wee 

Nays—George Baer, jr, Abraham Baldwin, Baile 
Bartlett, Thomas Blount, Stephen Bullock, Demse: 
Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Wi 
liam Charles Cole Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clop 
ton, Joshua Coit, Samuel W. Dana, George Dent, Jon: 
athan Freeman, James Gillespie, Chauncey Goodrich 
Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, Jona 
than N. Havens, David Holmes, Matthew Locke, Sam 
uel Lyman, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Jo 
seph McDowell, Anthony New, Harrison G. Otis, Joh: 
Reed, James Schureman, William Smith, Peleg Sprague 
Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter 
Thomas Tillinghast, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Jo 
seph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, John Williams, 
and Robert Williams—43. 

The question for allowing five hundred dollar 
ja year being negatived, four hundred was. pri 
posed and carried—46 to. 34. ; 

The question being on the bill being engrossed 
for a third reading, Mr. Buounr called for t 
yeas.and nays upon it. It was carried—5é to 25. 
las follows: 
_ Yxas—John Allen, David Bard, Bailey Bartlet 
James A. Bayard, David Brooks, John Chapman; 
Thomas Claiborne, James Cochran, John Dawson, John 
Dennis, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Fre 
man, Albert Gallatin, Chauncey Goodtich, William Goi 
(don, Roger Griswold, “William Barry Grove, John: 
| Hanna, Robert Goodloe’ Harper, ‘Carter B. Harrison; 
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Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heister, William Hindman, 
David Holmes, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, 
Walter Jones, John Wilkes Kittera, Edward Livingston, 
Samuel Lyman, James Machir, Blair McClenachan, Jo- 
sephMc Dowell, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, Har- 
tison G. Otis, Isaac Parker, Thomas Pinckney, John 
Rutledge, jr., James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, Wil- 
liam Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Tompson J. Skin- 
ner, Nathaniel Smith, Peleg Sprague, George Thatcher, 
Richard Thomas, Thomas Tillinghast, John E. Van 
Alen, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abra- 
ham Venable, and Peleg Wadsworth. 

Nays—George Baer, jr., Thomas Blount, Stephen 
Bullock, Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, William 


Joshua Coit, Samuel W. Dana, George Dent, James Gil- 
lespie, Andrew Gregg, Jonathan N. Havens, Matthew 
Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Anthony New, William 
Smith, Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas 
Sumter, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, John Williams, 
and Robert Williams. 


‘ 


Mowpay, January 8. 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House ‘of Representatives : 

I have now an opportunity of transmitting to Con- 
press a report of the Secretary of State, with a copy 
of an Act of the Legislature of the State of Kentuc- 
ky, consenting to the ratification of the amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States, proposed by 
- Congress in their resolution of the second day of De- 

cember, 1793, relative to the suability of States. This 
amendment having been adopted by three-fourths of 
the several States, may now be declared to be a part of 


the Constitution of the United States. 
JOHN ADAMS. 


Unrren Srarzs, January 8, 1798. 

The bill authorizing the payment of certain 

‘sums of money to the daughters of the late Count 
de Grasse, was read a third time and passed—41 
to 24. : 
Mr. Livinesron reported a bill in addition to 
“the act for the relief and protection of American 
‘seamen ; which was twice read and committed for 
“Wednesday. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT. 


Mr. McDowevt wished to call the attention of 
“the House to a subject which he thought it was 
ime to take under consideration—he meant the 
‘abject of William Blount’s impeachment. A re- 
port had. been made several weeks ago, which had 
aid upon the table without any order being taken 
upon it. The conduet of Mr. Blount, as well as 
of the British Minister, and others implicated 
with him, had much agitated the public mind. 
He had anxiously waited in expectation of the 


Charles Cole Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, . 


“Resolved, That the committee appointed to prepare 
articles of impeachment against William Blount, a Se- 
nator of the United States, impeached of high crimes 
and misdemeanors by this House, with authority to sit 
during the recess of Congress, be directed to report said 
articles.” : 


Mr. Harper hoped this resolution would lie 
upon the table. Thechairman of the committee, 
(Mr. Sirerzaves,) it was well known, had ob- 
tained leave of absence for ten days. When he 
returned, the report, he believed, would shortly be 
made. 

Mr. Dawson could not object to this resolution. 
No one was more anxious than he to have the 
business brought forward. One of the committee 
(Mr. Harper) had given the true reason of the 
delay. Before the chairman obtained leave of 
absence, he himself had frequently applied to him 
to call the committee together; but a variety of 
other business had prevented him from doing so. 
At this time another member of the committee 
(Mr. Bayard) was absent. Only three:members 
of the committee were in the House; the Housé 
must, therefore, either add fresh members to the 
committee, or wait the return of those who were 
absent. a 

Mr. MecDowe.u was aware of the absence’ of 
the chairman of the committee, and had waited 
till the period for which he had asked leave was ex- 
pired, before he brought forward this. motion; but 
having been informed that he had been frequently 
applied to to bring forward the report, and as he 
had delayed to do so, he thought it proper to take 
this step in order to hasten the business. 

Mr. N. Smrrx was surprised that, after.the gen- 
tleman, who moved this resolution, had consented 
to the leave of absence for the chairman of: the 
committee, he should have brought forward. his 
motion. If he had intended to bring forward this 
proposition he ought to have refused him leave‘ of 
absence. 

Mr. McDowe tt said, he had no other view in 
making his motion than of bringing the subject 
before the House; but if the gentleman from 
Connecticut would examine the Journal, he would 
find that five or six days had passed since the pe- 
riod was expired for which leave had been ob- 
tained for the chairman of the committee; and if 
gentlemen chose to absent themselves from their 
duty, it was no reason why. the public. business 
should be delayed. ; 

Mr. Tuaroner called for the reading. of the 
Journal, by which it appeared that Mr. Sirr- 
GREAVES obtained leave of absence on the 26th 
ultimo for ten days. ; 

The resolution was- ordered to he on the table. 


RELIEF OF OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. ` 


Mr. Corr moved the order of the day on the 
bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
certain deceased officers and’ soldiers; which be- 
ing agreed to, the House went into a Committee 
of the: Whole on the subject, when the bill was 
read as follows: x 

& Be it enacted, &c., That the representatives of such 
officers and soldiers of the. Army of the United States 
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as died after the twenty-fourth day of March, in the 
year one thousand seven hundred and eighty-three, and 
before the third day of November in the same year, 
shall be entitled to all the emoluments to which the 
said officers and soldiers would respectively have been 
entitled if they had lived to the end of the war between 
the United States and Great Britain; and that the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury be, and they are here- 
by, authorized and directed to allow the claims of such 
representatives, on application and proof made within 
the term of years from the passing of this act.” 

Mr. Biount said he never could see any reason 
why the representatives of soldiers who died in 
the service, should not have the same commuta- 
tion of lands as those who were slain by the ene- 
my, since the loss was the same to their surviv- 
ing friends. He had before attempted to intro- 
duce this principle into our laws, and though he 
had been unsuccessful, he wished again to take 
the sense of the Committee of the Whole upon 
it, and proposed an amendment to that effect. 

The motion was opposed, as being in itself of a 
questionable nature, but more particularly as be- 
ing unconnected with the present bill, which, it 
was said, went merely to determine the time at 
which the war ought to be considered at an end. 
The motion was at length negatived, there being 
only 7 votes for it. 

. Mr. Pinogney moved to strike out the 24th of 
March, and to insert the 11th of April, the day on 
which hostilities ceased, and which he considered 
as the proper termination of the war. He could 
not see with what reason the 3d of November had 
‘been: fixed upon; it was indeed the day upon 
which. Congress discharged the Army, but it 
could not be considered as the day on which the 
war terminated. 

Mr. Livineston called for a division of the 
question ; first to-agree to strike out, and then to 
insert. 

Mr. Dwient Foster seconded this motion. 
He was not convinced that it was necessary to 
interfere in this business at all, as he was not cer- 
tain whether more injury would not be done to 
the community, than would overbalance any ben- 
efit: which might accrue to individuals by the pro- 
posed measure. This bill, he believed, was in- 
tended to relieve two individuals whose petitions 
had been beforethem. He presumed there might 
be several others in the same situation. The 
case of Mrs. Alexander, whose husband (Major 
General Stirling) died in 1783, had lately been 
before- the House. The provisional articles of 
peace. were signed in November preceding. The 
accounts of the officers and soldiers of the Army 
were settled up the 3d of November, 1783; but 
there were a number of cases of persons dying and 
leaving widows and orphans, between the period 
of signing the provisional articles and that period, 
who had received, agreeably to the provision in 
such cases, seven years’ half pay. But, if this bill 
were adopted, these widows and orphans might, 
many of them, again come forward and claim’a 
commutation of land. He did not suppose it was 
the intention of the House: to. invite‘all these ac- 
counts for a fresh settlement; if it were, he should 


wish an earlier period to be fixed upon than that 
proposed. 

Mr. Evans proposed to strike out all the bill 
after the enacting clause, which he: considered as 
somewhat contradictory, in order to introduce 
words which went expressly to declare the period 
of the termination of the war. 3 

Mr. GaLLarTın was opposed to this motion. He 
considered the war as terminating either on the 
day on which the provisional articles were signi- 
ed, or the day on which the definitive treaty was 
executed. The preliminary articles were signed 
on the 20th of January, 1783; but if the commit- 
tee inserted this day, it would not answer the pur- 


“pose of the petitioners, who prayed for commuta- 


tion,.as that was not provided until the 22d of 
March, 1783, and of course officers dying before 
that time could not be entitled to it, bul. to half 
pension. What day, then, should be fixed? It.. 
would be improper to fix any time, he said, as the 
conclusion of the war; the committee might 
agree upon any period for the compensation of 
our citizens. But did nothing else, he asked depend ` 
upon Congress fixing a period at which the war 
ended? Such a determination would very ma- 
terially affect the provisions of the treaty of 1783; 
it was not our interest to determine the war 
ended at an earlier period than had been acted 
upon. He thought the 24th of March the best 
time that could be fixed upon, in relation to ou 
own Army, as it was the day on which Congress 
received the first intimation that peace existed. “8 
Mr. ALLEN moved that the committee rise, and 
ask leave to sit again, in order to obtain further. 


when Congress had decided any important ques: 
tion, to agitate it anew, except there was som 
good reason for it. Congress had determined th 
war to close on the 3d of November. He though 
the war could not be considered as closed until th 
definitive treaty was signed. He should, there 
fore, be against the bill altogether, as he though 
Congress might as well fix upon any other da 
for the termination of the war as the 24th«o 
March or the 11th of April. He did not kno: 
but there would be as much justice to includ 
persons who died after the provisional articles 
were signed, or indeed all who died in the service 
as to include the persons proposed to be cover 
by this bill. : 
Mr. Macon seconded the motion ; because whe 
leave was asked to sit again, the sense of i 
House could be taken whether leave would: 
granted for a further consideration of the business. 
The end of the war had been determined b 
competent authority; by that authority whi 
had enlisted the soldiers and commissioned t 
officers. This day was the third of November? 
If this bill passed, it would. prove an opening 
wedge. to all the old settlements. The petiti 
upon which this business was brought forward, 
allowed, was a hard case; but after a decisi 
had been acted upon for fourteen years, he did ii 
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think it would be proper for them to say Congress 
had been mistaken in this important matter. 
After a few observations from Messrs. Corr, 
Davron, and Oris, against the motion (in the 
course of which it was asserted that Congress 
never made any declaration as to the termination 
of the war, but that the 3d of November was 
merely the day on which the army was disbanded) 
and a few words from Mr. Livineston in favor 
of it, the question for the committee’s rising was 
carried—there being 47 votes for it. And the 
motion for leave to sit again was carried 42 to 30. 


LIMITATION ACTS, &c. 


A report was received from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the subject of exceptiig ‘certain 
claims from the operation of the limitation acts, 
in consequence of a resolution of the ‘House of 
the 14th ult., which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the subject. 

Another report was also received from the same 
department, including statements of goods, wares, 
and merchandise, imported into the United States, 
for two years, from the Ist of October, 1794, in 
pursuance of a resolution of the House of the 3d 
of March last. 


WHARF OWNERS, &c. 


Mr. Livinesron, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, made a report on the 
petitions of the wharf-holders, &c., of Charleston, 
stating that the committee had found that the 
practice of wharf-owners employing persons to 
weigh goods, had been a great inconvenience both 
to the importing merchant and revenue officer; 
that in their opinion the claim of the wharf- 
holders was unreasonable in itself, and subversive 
of regularity, but as sufficient means were taken 
to prevent any further interruption of business, 
they suppose no interference of the Legislature 
was necessary. 

The consideration of the report was postponed 
till to-morrow. 


Tuespay, January 9. 


- Mr. Livineston, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, to whom was commit- 
ted the amendments of. the Senate to the bill for 
the relief of North and Vesey, reported it, as the 
opinion of the committee, that they ought to be 
agreed to, and the report was concurred in. 

Mr. D. Foster, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill directing the Secretary of- War to 
place certain persons.on the pension list, which 
was. twice read and committed for to-morrow. 

Mr. Dennis proposed the following resolution 
for the adoption of the House: E 


“ Resolved,- That the Committee of Ways: and 
Means be directed to inquire -whether any, and, if any, 
what alterations are necessary in the several acts im- 
- posing a-daty on’ spirits distilled’ within the. United 
States, and: on ‘stills; so--far -as: relates tothe entry of 
į Stills, and: that they be authorized’ to report. by: bill or 
otherwise? bs : R a 


TENNESSEE LAND TITLES. 


Mr. W. Craiporne called for the order of the 
day on the report on the petition: and remonstrance 
of the Legislature of Tennessee, which being 
agreed to, the House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the subject, Mr. Dent 
in the Chair, and the report having been read, 
the following resolution was under consideration: 

“ Resolved, That the sum of dollars be ap- 
propriated for the relief of such citizens of the State of 
Tennessee as have rights to lands within the said State, 
by virtue of the cession out of the State of North 
Carolina, and have made actual settlements thereon, 
and who have been deprived of the possession of the 
said lands by the operation of the act for regulating 
the intercourse with the Indian tribes: The said sum 
to be subject to the order of the President:of the Uni- 
ted States, to be expended under his direction, ‘either 
in extinguishing the Indian claim to the above. de=» - 
scribed lands, in case he shall deem it expedient. to 
hold a treaty for that purpose, or to be- disposed: of in 
such other manner as he shall: deem best calculated, to 
afford the persons herein described-a temporary relief.” 

Mr. W. Cuarsorne moved to strike out all: the 
words of the resolution after the word “ för ™in 
second line, and to insert “the extinction of the 
Indian claim to all or any part-of the land within 
the limits of the State of Tennessee, in case the 
President of the United States shall think’ it 
expedient to hold a treaty for that purpose.” 

Mr. VenasLe hoped this motion would not ‘be 
agreed to, and that the mover of it would ‘not 
persist in it,as it might hazard the ‘relief pro- 
posed to be given to the distressed citizens of 
Tennessee. fle did not believe the House would 
consent to appropriate so large a sum: as. would 
be necessary to accomplish the object: contem- 
plated by his amendment. He was disposed to 
afford relief to the persons whose cases had’ besi 
presented to the House, as he thought they had 
been hardly and unjustly used; but he was not 
disposed to go further at present. : 

Mr. McDowe tu seconded the motion, because, 
if it were necessary to hold a treaty: with. the 
Indians at all, the expense might not probably’ be 
much increased by extending it to other objects. 
He. wished, therefore, that the. Commissioners 
employed to negotiate a-treaty should have it in 
their power, if they. found the Indians’ disposed 
to enter upon the business, to. treat with respect 
to other Jands in which many citizens of Tennes- 
see, of North and South: Carolina, and other 
States, were deeply interested; -whose lands, 
which many of them had earned by their -hard 
services in the war, lay in that State, and the 
United: States had stepped in, by the late treaty; 
and said they could not enjoy them. He was 
clear, from the articles of Confederation, and 
from the laws of the United States, that thése 
people. were entitled to justice, aswell as ‘those 
who had been driven by violence from thë pos- 
session. of their property. Be nd Ti a 

Mr. RurLepes was-of opinion, that, unconnect= 
ed with the situation of the unhappy people who 
had been ‘driven from their: possessions, he thought 
this motion perfectly proper. He formed. this 
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opinion from a reference to the Journals of the 
House. He had been induced, from applications 
inade to him by citizens holding lands in that 
country, to examine into this subject. In looking 
éver the acts of North Carolina, 1783, he found 
that State opened a land office, for the redemption 
of certain claims for military and other services, 
by grants of land in their territory southwest of 
the Ohio. Afterwards, when North Carolina be- 
came one of the United States, she made a grant 
of this territory to the United States, upon certain 
conditions, one of. which was, that the grants al- 
ready made should not be altered or impaired; 
and yet, by the Treaty of Holston, the United 
States had, in violation of this contract, guarantied 
this land to the Cherokee Indians. If this were 
not.a correct statement, he begged to be corrected ; 
and if it were, it was a direct violation of the 
treaty with North Carolina. In private life, there 
would be a remedy at law for such a departure 
from contract; but, in this case, there was no 
remedy but by appealing to the justice of the Le- 
gislature of the Union. This appeal had been 
made, and he hoped it would not be in vain. The 
people of Tennessee say, either restore us to the 
situation in which we were, or return to us our 
money, with interest. What has been the pro- 
ceedings of Congress on this business? he 
House of Representatives had formerly agreed 
that the certificates of the persons entitled to these 
lands.should be funded, and interest allowed upon 
them; and that hereafter, when a treaty should 
be made with the Indians, they might receive 
their lands, on repaying their money. Another 
House of Representatives came to a similar reso- 
lution, but the Senate not concurring, the busi- 
ness fell to the ground. ~ 

But. the. gentleman from Virginia said this was 
an improper time to go into the business. He did 
not think so. If a treaty were to be held, he 
thought. it ought to be extended to all the owners 
of land in this situation, as well as to that held 
by actual settlers. The difference of expense to 
the United States would be a mere bagatelle ; be- 
sides, Government would be repaid with usurious 
interest by the sale of the land which would be 
obtained by a general treaty; whereas, if this 
were not. the case, the expense of treaty would be 
lost.. And if this course were not taken, the per- 
sons who had a property in this land would never 
fail.to call upon Congress until their complaints 
were redressed, / 

Mr, Oris was not. disposed to go into the merits 
of. the claims which had been advocated by his 
friend. from. South Carolina. He was one of the 
committee who. made the report, and had no ob- 
jection to its being now agreed to, though he 
thought it would be more advisable to postpone 
the business for a-few.days, as he was informed 
that the President. of the -United States. had 
nominated. Commissioners. for the holding of a 
treaty with the Indians for the extinguishment of 
the Indian claim to the lands in question, which 
nomination was before: the Senate, -aud would 
probably be agreed to ;-and when the House was 
acquainted with the powers given. to these Com: 


missioners, they would know better how to act in 
the business. Besides, he thought it improper to. 
do.anything which should appear. like an inter- 
ference with business that belonged to the Eixecu- 
tive Department. He thought, therefore, the. 
original report ought to be agreed to, or that th 
committee should rise, and ask leave to sit agains 
Mr. Macon was glad to hear that the Presider: 
had nominated Commissioners for holding a treat 
with the Indians on this subject, and he hoped the 
committee would proceed to appropriate money. 
to enable him to effect the business. This, he 
said, would be no new thing, and it would be go-". 
ing hand in hand with the President, and enable 
him the sooner to carry his benevolent views into 
operation. In 1793, Congress appropriated a sum 
of money for treating with the Northwestern In- 
dians, before they had any intimation. from the: 
President on the subject. He thought the amends 
ment proposed preferable to the resolution reports 
ed, as it left the President to treat as he thought ` 
proper in the business. 
Mr. Nicwouas did not see much difference bes 
tween the resolutions. The one reported was: 
advisory, as well as the amendment. The first, 
indeed, went on to.say the President might afford 
temporary relief to the persons who had been re 
moved from their lands; butif it were though 
improper, as he thought it was, to recommend 
temporary relief to be given to these persons, why 
had been driven from their property, it was righ 
to omit that part of it. He said, to object to the 
amendment, as being an interference with th 
Executive authority, was an unauthorized refine 
ment. It was. not asked, nor expected, that mone} 


Indeed, the President having appointed Commi 
sioners for holding a treaty, it would be acting 
conformity with him thus to act. 

Mr. N. concluded by reminding the House 
the consequences which might arise from neglect 
ing to attend to the just claims of persons wh 
were so far removed from the seat of Governme 
and who had it in their power to do serious mi 
chief to the United States. 

The Cuarrman said, on recurring to the rul 
of the House, he found the amendment propos: 
was not in order, as it was a substitute fort 
original motion. The question was, therefore 
upon the resolution as reported. ; 

Mr. GooprIcH hoped the committee would ris 
in order that the report might be recommitted: 
The resolution reported had in: view the tempt 
rary relief of the sufferings of the people who hat 
been driven from their lands, and to. empower t 
President of the United States, at his discretion, 
to extinguish the Indian title... But the membe) 
from Tennessee, who must be supposed to be bes 
acquainted: with the interests of his constituen 
had now- brought ferward.a more extensive: pri 
position; which. embraced. the idea-ef an ext 
guishment of the Indian title to all the land 
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Tennessee. He did not think the committee were 
ready to adopt so general a proposition, without | would withdraw his motion. With respect to his 
further information. Besides, he thought the proposition, which had been declared out of order, 
ground of this basiness was materially changed | he could, if he should see proper, bring it forward 
by the President’s having named Commissioners | separately. i: i ; 

to hold a treaty with the Indians; it would be best, The debate on the question for the committee 
therefore, to wait fora communication from the | to rise, occupied the whole of the remainder of 
President on the subject, before the committee | the sitting ; but, as the merits of the question were, 
proceeded further. He would not have made this | according to order, precluded by it from discus- 
motion, if he had thought it would have occa-| sion, (though they were not always kept out of 
sioned a delay injurious to the petitioners; but, as | sight,) we do not think it necessary to go into a 


removed. He hoped, therefore, the gentleman 


the gentleman from Tennessee himself had given | detail of the arguments which were used for and 


up the idea of affording temporary relief, he trust- 
ed a delay of a few days could have no bad effects. 
Mr. W. CLAIBORNE hoped the committee would 
notrise. The Chairman having decided his amend- 
ment to be out of order, the reason for making the 
motion no longer existed, as there was no new 
proposition before the House; the proposition 
which was now before the committee had been 
pending five weeks—a proposition which, he was 
persuaded, every member in the House must be 
well acquainted with, since not to think so would 
be to think them indifferent to the claims of their 
fellow-citizens, whom they represented equally 
with himself, who came there by their suffrages. 
If his amendment ‘had not been declared out of 
order, he should have delivered some ‘sentiments 
upon it, which would have shown that he did not 
intend to bring the subject before the House by 
surprise, but that he was actuated by the most 
honorable motives—by a wish to do justice, not 
only to the persons whose distressed situation had 
been laid before the committee, but to all those 
citizens of North Carolina, Tennessee, and other 
parts of the United States, who had a legal right 
to land which, by the Treaty of Holston, had been 
ceded to the Indians. But, by the decision of the 
Chairman, he was prevented from doing this, and 
obliged to confine his observations to the motion 
for the committee to rise. He trusted this motion 
would be. disagreed to. The necessities of the 
people calling for relief, were pressing. For 
months past distress had reigned on the frontier 
of Tennessee, and several hundred families, who, 
before an armed force drove them off, were in the 
peaceful possession of their land, and enjoying in 
happy sufficiency the fruits of their own industry, 
have been forced at this inclement season to seek 
an asylum ‘wherever they could find it; some had 
been so fortunate as to get into houses, but the 
greater part had been obliged to take ‘shelter in 
the woods, with their wives and little ones. 
Where was humanity, if that House were dis- 
posed to procrastinate a decision? He should say 
that virtue had lost its customary feeling, if it 
were not interested in behalf ‘of ‘these citizens. 
The committee had heard, from a respectable 
quarter, that the President of the United States 
had taken up this business. 
mation- was. correct 


honor of our Chief Magistrate, and showed that 


_Indians,. the: sooner: an appropriation was made 
the sooner:-would the grievances complained ‘of be 


e: felt. forthe -distresses of these citizens; and: 
Since. he proposed to: negotiate @ treaty with the’ 


| against the motion. The advocates of the ques- 

| tion were Messrs. N. Surry, Brooxs, R. Wi- 
Liams, I. Parker, and Oris; against it, Messrs. 
Venasie, McDowsz 1, Nicnoxas, GALLATIN, MA- 
con, J. Wituiams, Harper, and Ruriunee. At 
length the motion was carried without a division: 
and on leave being asked to sit again, after some 
debate, it was also granted without a division. 

| 


WEDNESDAY, January 10. 


Mr. Macon, desirous of accommodating gentle- 
men who wished a delay, and in order to obtain 
greater unanimity upon it, moved that the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday, relative to the petition 
and remonstrance of the State of Tennessee, be 
postponed till Friday. Agreed to. TA ee 

Mr. McDowa tt gave notice that he should, to- 
morrow, call up for decision the resolution which 
he laid upon the table the day before yesterday, 
calling for a report of the articles of impeachment 
to be exhibited against W, Blount. = 0e 

Mr. Livinesron, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill for the relief of the refu- 
gees from Canada and Nova Scotia, reported a 
new bill; which was twice read, and committed 
for Friday. ote 

Mr. D. Foster, in pursuance of the order ‘of 
the House of yesterday, after agreeing to the te- 
port of the Committee of Claims in favor of John 
Frank, who was captured by the Indians'a few 
hours after being discharged from the service ‘of 
the United States, reported a bill allowing him 
the same compensation as if he had been captured 
whilst he was in the service of the United States; 
| which was twice read, and committed for to-day: 

The House went into a committee on this bill, 
reported it without amendment, and ordered it to 
| be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow... 
| Mr. Harper said, that it was found. that the 
provisions of the act passed on the 8th of May, 
1792, for regulating the process in the courts of 


be ‘United States, and for providing compensa- 


tions for the officers of the said courts, and for 

jurorsand witnesses, were inadequate, particularly 
jas they related to the compensation of the mar- 

shals; he therefore moved a resdlution for the ap- 


He hoped the infor- | pointment of a committee ‘to inquire and report 
3-if so, it redounded to the! by bill or otherwise what alterations are necessary 


in the said-act. “Agreed to, : aT 
` APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1798; -© 
Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means; made an additional report on the subject 
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of appropriations, and proposed a resolution to the | that time would not admit of suffering very con- 
| siderable sums to lie at the Mint; but that since 


following effect: 

* Resolved, That there be appropriated on account 
towards defraying the éxpense of finishing the frigates 
United States, Constitution, and Constellation, the 
sum of dollars.” 


Read a second time, and committed for to- 
morrow. 


EVIDENCE IN CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


Mr. Harper called for the order of the day on 
the bill for prescribing a mode of taking evidence 
in cases of contested elections, and for compelling 
the attendance of witnesses; which being agreed 
to, the House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the subject, Mr. Denr in the Chair, 
and, after agreeing to several amendments, the 
commumittee rose, and the House having con- 
curred in them, the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading to-morrow. 


COMPENSATION OF DOORKEEPERS. 


Mr. D. Foster moved the order of the day on 
the bill from the Senate for allowing a compen- 
sation to the Doorkeeper of the Senate and his 
assistant during the late session of Congress; 
which being agreed to, the House went into a 
Committee of the Whole on the subject, when 
an amendment was proposed by Mr. Harper, to 
allow the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Re- 
poe an additional compensation of $260 
or his two last years’ service, which it was al- 
leged would only bring his compensation to the 
same which was allowed to the Doorkeeper of 
that House. Some objections, however, being 
offered against this amendment, in order to afford 
time for an inquiry into the fact of the difference 
spokén: of between the allowances made to the 
Doorkeeper and Sergeant-at-Arms, the committee 
rose, and had leave to sit again. 


Tuurspay, January 11. 


~ The bill for the relief of John Frank, and the 
bill for prescribing the mode of taking evidences 
in cases of contested elections, and to compel the 
attendance of witnesses, were read the third time, 
and passed. 


A. report was received from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in pursuance of the resolution of 
the House of the 5th instant, calling upon him 
for an account of the execution of the Mint law. 
He ‘states, that receipts and payments on account 
of Government were made at the Bank of the 
United States; ‘that. moneys received at a dis- 
tance were paid-in bills; that the bank directors 
had a common interest in all the specie deposited, 
but that they were always willing to co-operate 
in the wishes of the Government, and would have 
at any time advanced a reasonable quantity. of 
foreign coin forthe Mint; but in the years 1795. 
and 1796, the. amount of foreign coin other than 


Spanish was very inconsiderable, and- if it-had | 
e situation of. the Treasury at 


been otherwise, t 


| Whole to whom was referred the report on the 


the Proclamation of the President of the United 
States was issued, the quantity of French crowns 
had very much increased at the banks, and that 
in future, according to the present. regulations, 
there would be no doubt but the Mint would be 
supplied with a sufficient quantity of bullion from 
these sources. Referred to the Committee of the 


subject of the Mint. z 
Mr. Macon, from the Committee on Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, moved that the expiring 
laws relative to the suspension of the duty on snuf 
and tobacco, foreign intercourse, and to the collec- 
tion of internal duties, be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. Agreed to. : 
On motion of Mr. GaLLarin, the act respecting . 
the regulation of the compensation of clerks was 
referred to the same committee. : 
Mr. Tituineuast presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Rhode Island, directing the Repre- 
sentatives in Congress from that State, to use their 
efforts to obtain a repeal of the stamp act, and to. 
get passed an act to provide a uniform system of © 
weights and measures throughout the United 
States. The resolve having been read, in co 
formity to the latter part of it, Mr. T. moved a r 
solution for the appointment of a committee to 
report a plan for fixing a standard of weights and 
measures; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. Goonrica presented a petition from certain 
paper-makers of Connecticut, praying for a higher 
duty to be laid on paper imported, as an encour: 
agement to the manufacture of paper in this cou 
try. Referred to the Committee of Commer 
and Manufactures. 4 
On motion of Mr. Dwieur Foster, the unfi 
ished business of yesterday was postponed, in or- 
der to take up the bill directing certain persons: 
be placed upon the pension list. The House we 
into a committee on this subject, and, after agrè 
ing to two or three amendments, rose; the Hou 
concurred in them, and the bill was ordered to 
read a third time to-morrow. 


Mr. Cocuran proposed the following resolutio 


“ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
Manufactures be directed to inquire into the při 
priety of allowing a drawback on goods exported tot 
British provinces, in Canada, by way of the Lakes, 
report their opinion thereon.” 


Mr. Livinesron proposed the following : 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inqui 
into the expenditures of the moneys heretofore appr 
priated for the Naval Armament, and report their opi 
ion thereon to the House.” ; 


Ordered, To lie on the table. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WM. BLOUNT 

Mr. McDowet rose to call up, agreeably to 
tice, the resolution which he laid: upon the tab 
on Monday, calling upon the committee appointe 
on the subject of William Blount’s :impeachmen’ 
to report the articles of impeachment. i os. 
Mr. Nicno.as said, he wished ‘as..much as’ 
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gentleman from North Carolina, to bring forward 
the subject in question; but, as it was probable 
the chairman of that committee who, of course, 
‘was better acquainted with the subject than any 
other member, would return in a day or two, he 
thought it would be best to wait until that time. 

Mr. Harrer said, he was authorized to say 
the chairman of that committee, would be in his 
place on Monday morning. He had been detain- 
ed by the court, which was now sitting at Easton. 

Mr. McDoweE t said, his wish was to bring for- 
ward the subject as soon as possible. As it had 
been said the chairman would return on Monday, 
he should withdraw his motion. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. Harrer moved that the unfinished busi- 
ness should be further postponed to take up the 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
which was referred toa Committee of the Whole, 
proposing a partial appropriation for the Naval 
Department; which being agreed to, the House 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
that subject; when, the resolution having been 
read, 

Mr. Harrer said, he found a different phrase- 
ology had been. used on former occasions; he 
therefore moved that the word “finishing” be 
struck out, and that the words “of completing 
ae equipping” be inserted in their place. Car- 
ried. 
= Mr. J. Witirams wished the committee to lay 
before the House any statements which they 
might have on this subject. 

Mr. Harprr said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means had not, as yet, received a complete esti- 
mate from the proper department. They had a 
statement of the sum remaining unexpended of 
the former appropriation, amounting to $20,501, 
and that which was supposed as likely to be want- 
ed for all the frigates was estimated at $151,298; 
but, at present, he did not mean to propose a large 
„appropriation. The estimates of what would be 
necessary were preparing and would shortly be 
laid before the House; but, as the Secretary of 
the Treasury had stated that a certain sum was 
necessary to be appropriated immediately, he pro- 
posed to fill the blank with $20,000, which, he 
supposed, would be sufficient, until the estimates 

which were preparing were laid before the House. 
° Mr: J. Wiiuiams said, when he called for the 
estimates, he expected to have learnt how the 
former appropriation had been expended, and to 
` have received a statement of what was yet to 
be done, that some judgment might have been 
formed as to the sum necessary to be appropriated. 
The Committee of Ways and Means might have 
ground upon which to form an opinion; but, he 
‘thought, whatever documents they might be pos- 
sessed of ought to be laid before the House, that 
they might also form an opinion. upon the sub- 
ject. f f : sues thee 
` Mr. Nicnoras begged: that, if any estimates 
chad been received from the Secretary of the.Trea- 

ury, they might be Jaid-upon the table forthe in- 
«formation. of the House. : pad 


Mr. GaLuatTin said, there was no: information 


from the Secretary. of the Treasury before .the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
the chairman might have received some commu- 
nication on the subject. 


It was possible 


Mr. Harper observed, that the gentleman who 


had just sat down was not quite correct, as, when 
the Committee of Ways and Means agreed to the 
resolution now under consideration, the. five pa- 
pers which he then held in his hand were before 
them, and they were convinced that the facts 
were as there stated. 
appropriation, would be to suspend the business 
of completing the frigates. Mr. H. read the heads 
of the statements, and then gave them in at the 
Clerk’s table, where they were again read. It ap- 
pears, from these, that the sums wanting are. as 


To withhold the proposed 


follow: 


For completing the frigate Constitution $26,275 


Do. do. Constellation © 22;319 

Do. do. United States 23,557 

For military stores for all the frigates | -. 75,759 
For arms and accoutrements for the ma- ` 

rines -~ - - - -~ 3,376 

151,286 

Remaining of the last appropriations. - 20,501 

Yet wanting - - 130,785 


Mr. Nicwovas said, if there were any debts. out- 
standing, it would be proper to make an- appro- 
priation to pay them; but, by the papers which 
had been read, it did not appear.that there was 
any immediate necessity for an appropriation, and 
as this was the case, he should not consent to: any 
appropriation until the account called for atthe last 
session was laid before the House; nor should: he 
be in favor of any further appropriation until some 
opinion was passed as to the mismanagement of 
this business. He said. mismanagement, be- 
cause, in three several instances, the House had 
been told. that the sum ‘appropriated at each 
would be sufficient to. complete and -put the 
vessels to sea. This strange proceeding, he 
thought, furnished the clearest evidence that the 
management had been wrong, and they might as ° 
well throw the money of the public ‘into the'sea 
at once, as appropriate it to. an: ebject to which 
there seemed to be no end. Not seeing any im- 
mediate occasion for the. money, he, therefore, 
moved for the committee to rise, in order to'give 
time for the receipt of the estimates:in question. : 

Mr. Gauuatin said; when he was up before, he 
had declared that no statement had come: before 
the Committee of Ways and- Means from the 
Treasury Department; in-which assertion “‘he-was 
correct... The only papers laid before that com- 
mittee were five papers: furnished, he supposed, 
by the naval constructor. ‘That. committee had 
no estimate before them from which they could 
draw any just conclusion... He agreed with the 
gentleman: from South Carolina, that one fact ap- 
peared, viz: that more money would be wanted: 
This: was gathered from the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury ;:but beyond: that they had 
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nothing upon which to act. The question was, | 
therefore, whether the committee ought now to i 
make an appropriation, or wait until the proper | 
estimate was received. If the papers alluded to! 
were examined, it would be found there was no! 
date to any of them, except to one, which was |! 
dated Boston, November 30. It could not be as: | 
certained, therefore, whether or not the $151,000, 
were wanting beyond the money last appropria- | 
ted. - Indeed, it was altogether impossible to form | 
any correct idea from these papers, of the sum | 
wanted, or whether it was immediately necessa- 
ry to make an appropriation. These papers might | 
be correct, but they were not official. But there 
was another paper which might be relied upon, 
stating that, on the first of January, there was a | 
balance remaining of the last appropriation of 
$20,501, and that no money had been expended 
since... This paper. was. not laid before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means; if it had been he 
doubted not the same conclusion would have been | 


| ness would be suffered to proceed. Out of $150,000, 


deed, if that part of the House who wished tie 
vessels to be finished. should concur in that opin- 
ion. Mr. H. was ready to acknowledge that 
these vessels had cost by far too much money. 
He did not know from what cause this had hap= 
pened; he believed it had been partly from the 
novelty of the undertaking; from the materials 
having been selected from the most durable and 
costly; from the detached situation of the vessels ; 
and from a variety of other causes. But, from 
whatever causes the extraordinary expense had- 
arisen, gentlemen were prepared to meet the in- 
quiry ; but, in the meantime, he trusted the busi- 
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which were estimated as necessary to complete 
the vessels, only $20,000 were asked, which, he 
trusted, there would be no further objection to ap- 
propriate. ; 

Mr. LiıvınasrtTon said, he was one of those who 
had constantly voted for such a Navy as he thought 
the protection of the commerce of the country re- 


drawn from it that was now drawn, viz: that no | quired,and the nation could afford; but the continu- 
inconvenience. could be sustained by postponing | al disappointment which he had experienced on this 
the appropriation for a week or two, until the | score, and the excessive expense which had been 


proper estimates should be laid before the House. 
Mr. G. concluded by saying, that he agreed with 
the gentleman from Virginia, that there appeared | 
oa the face of the laws on this subject a suspicion 
that there had been some mismanagement in 
the expenditure of the money which had been ap- 
propriated. From what cause this had arisen— 
whether from our inexperience in the business, 
or from a culpable misapplication of the money, 
he.could not say, but it was proper to stop and 
look into what.had been done, before they went 
on.to-appropriate more money. 

: Mr. Harper replied, that, whether the money 
which had been appropriated to this object, had 
been properly or improperly expended, was not 
now. the question. The expense of these vessels 
had always been an argument with certain gentle- 
men against completing them. With respect to 
what had fallen from the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. GALLATIN,) he admitted all that 
was necessary to show the propriety of the pre- | 
sent appropriation, since he admitted that there! 
was. sufficient evidence before the committee to | 
show that more. money was wanted to finish the | 
frigates. He thought it was, therefore, quibbling 
to object to it, because certain estimates were not 
before them. When the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry told the House more money would be wanted, 
was it supposed that he overlooked the balancein 
hand? But how, it might be asked, when this | 
balance remained in hand on the Ist of January, 
could the appropriation in question be immediate- 
ly wanted 2: Because, he answered, bills might 
have been incurred which it was necessary to 
pay: Fhe-whole- question, he said, resolved itself 
into this; Whether. the completion of the vessels 
should: be suspended until an inquiry could be 
made into the expenditure: of. the money already 
appropriated? Fle did not wonder to hear that 
this was the wish of gentlemen who had always 
thought it their-duty.to. oppose the building-of the 
frigates}. but hë should think it extraordinary, in- 


| gentleman’s: doctrine, be an inducement to unne 


incurred, had considerably lessened his zeal. The 
question was, whether the committee would now 
make an appropriation on account, or wait until 
they received an estimate from the proper depart- 
ments; and, believing as he did, that the balance 
of the last appropriation now in hand was suffi- 
cient for any immediate demand, he should be in 
favor of the committee’s rising. Indeed, he be- 
lieved the facility with which the House had gone 
into appropriations of this kind, had encouraged. 
the lavish expenditure of the money ; and, after. 
the committee shall have risen, if no other mem’ 
ber did it, he should propose the appointment of a 
committee to inquire into the expenditure of the 
money which had been appropriated to this ob+ 
ject. How the money had been expended was a: 
secret to that House, but it was a secret whic 
ought to be laid open. Great obloquy had bee 
thrown upon the persons through whose hands’ 
this money had passed; if they were not deserv~ 
ing of it, the obloquy ought to be removed; if 
were deserved, it ought to be fixed. He believed 
if it were seen that this money would not be a 
propriated until the estimate in question was re 
ceived, the House would not be long without it. 

Mr. SswaLL was surprised to hear the gentle 
man last up speak of the facility with whic 
money had been voted for the frigates; he bi 
lieved gentlemen who had been witness to th 
manner in which the appropriations for this objee 
had been made, would not say they had -bee 
made with facility. He had only been present 
at one of these questions, but he knew of no 
question which had been treated as this had bee 
treated. A vote was passed the other day, with: 
out debate, for an appropriation on account of th 
Military Establishment. How far this establish 
ment was a favorite with the House, in preference 
to the Naval’ Establishment, he could not tel 
Facility in granting ‘this: money might, upon thé: 


cessary expense in the Military HEstablishme 
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Indeed, in order to prevent a lavish expenditure of 
money, it would be necessary to go into a warm 
debate upon every subject of expense which 
came before the House. Mr. S. believed this 
appropriation stood upon the same ground with 
that for the Military Establishment. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had recommended both, but 
had given no estimate for either. Yet gentlemen 
insist upon having an estimate before they agree 
to the appropriation in question. Did gentlemen 


pended agreeably to their wishes, that the United 
States were to lose all the money hitherto ex- 
pended upon the frigates—that they were to be 
thrown away, or burnt? Iftheirargument meant 
anything, it. meant that. He would take it for 
granted, that, upon an examination of the ac- 
counts, the money had been improperly expended; 


ney had been thrown into the sea, as the gentle- 
man from Virginia was pleased to suppose; he 
did not suppose, that, even in this case, gentlemen 
would wish all that had been expended to be 
thrown away. Gentlemen were now contending 
against a small appropriation on account: but if 
the appropriations were not made, might not 
Government suffer very considerable loss by the 
work standing still, from a refusal of the work- 
men to labor without pay? But, if the money 
were appropriated, it would remain in the Trea- 
sury if it were not wanted, therefore no injury 
could arise to the United States from the appro- 
elope but considerable loss might be sustained 
y the want of money to carry on the work. ‘ Mr. 
S. concluded by saying, he considered a Naval 
Armament as necessary to the dignity and na- 
tional character of the United States. He wished, 
therefore, that every necessary appropriation 
should be made, at the same time that an inquiry 
should be instituted into the past expenditure. It 
was astonishing to him how so much money 
could have been expended in this business, and 
that so many errors could have been made in the 
estimates which had from time to time been 
made; but, when it was considered that the busi- 
hess of building armed vessels of this kind was 
wholly new to us, and that the prices of the vari- 
ous articles made use of had been greatly aug- 
mented, it was not so strange that mistakes had 
occurred. But whatever these might have been, 
or whatever blame may have been incurred, as it 
was still necessary to complete the work, he trusted 
the appropriation would be agreed to. 
“Mr. Nicnouas said, gentlemen seemed to take 
it for granted that the question, whether the fri- 
gates should be finished, was before the committee. 
For the sake of the frigates, he thought they 
ought not so to consider it. If the committee 
were satisfied, from experience, that this business 
had been carried on at an: enormous expense, was 
dt not necessary to look into the: matter? Were 
Congress to support the dignity of the country 
y giving away the people’s money—not, perhaps, 


PT ONO ILL PASHAN 


mean to say, thatif the money had not been ex- | 


that the officers had dealt unfairly; that the mo- | 


| quire how this had happened? Gentlemen say, 
if the money were not wanted, it would be in the 
| Treasury, and no disadvantage be sustained: 
But this was as much as to say, that everything 
| should be given which was asked for by any of the 
departments. If they were all concurring in the 
same. object of finishing the frigates, the mode 
proposed would be the shortest. 

The gentleman from New York was right 
when he said the money for this object had been 
granted with facility; for, though there had been 
|a contest about the usefulness of the frigates, 
ithere had been none about the estimates them- 
i selves. If the House had been told last Winter; 
i that $600,000 had been wanting to complete the 

frigates, instead of $200,000, he believed it would 
| have astonished every one, and an inquiry would 
have been instituted into this subject; but this. 
had not been done, the House had been drawn on 
| from time to time, and from time to time deceived 
in the business; for all that had. been said about 
| inexperience, high price of articles, &c., had no 
weight. Mr. N. concluded by declaring: he was 
not acting as an enemy of the frigates, but as a 
‘friend of the public, whose. money; in this. in- 
stance, had been squandered beyond all example. 
Mr. Rurwepes said, the reason given by gen- 
tlemen for postponing this subject was, that the 
| appropriations already made had been enormous; 
but he would just ask them one question—sup- 
pose the moniy heretofore appropriated had been. 
misspent, would they now refuse to bettas 
a further sum? All that was wanted, he said, ‘to 
complete the frigates, was $36,000, and only $20,- 
000 were now asked for. But gentlemen say no, 
we will first institute an inquiry into the. expen-: 
diture of the money already appropriated. --He 
i had no objection to this inquiry, but he would in 
the meantime appropriate the money. ; 
| Mr. J. Wituiams replied to the inquiry of the 
| gentleman who had just sat down, that though 
| past sums had been misspent, he would consent 
Í to appropriate more, but not to be. spent in the 
| same way. Mr. W. went over the various sums 
| which had been from time to time called for, 
and concluded by saying that he would : not con- 
sent to vote for more, until he saw how what had 
i been appropriated had been expended, or except 
| he knew the business was. at a stand for want of 
money. Se 

Mr. Sewae read the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, wherein he says an appropriation 
on account of the Naval Department. will be 
necessary. . f : 

Mr. GALLATIN said; when he was up before, he 
had stated that it had never been the practice of 
the House to grant money unless an estimate was 
laid before them to show that it was necessary, 
This had been called a quibble. by one gentle- 
man, and another had quoted an instance wherein 
the House had acted differently. But the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. (Mr. Sewau) was mis+ 
taken in this respect. . It was true that the Secre- 


for their use, but for some other purpose? Every | tary of the Treasury did ask for an appropriation 
man must be astonished at the expenses which | for the deficiencies in. the- Military Establish- 
chad-been incurred, and-wasit-not proper.to in- | ment; but it was-not true that the House granted 
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it. The House had agreed to an appropria- 
tion. For what? For the deficiencies? No. 


They have agreed for an appropriation towards 
the expenses of 1798, for which they have an esti- 
mate before them. Until the Secretary of the 

Treasury laid an estimate before the House, ex- 
cept the necessity was very urgent indeed, (which 
he did not believe in the present case it was,) he 
should decline any appropriation. As an indi- 
vidual he was ready to acknowledge he was 
against building the frigates; but did gentlemen 
suppose that he was weak enough to believe that 
by making an opposition to a partial appropria- 
tion, he could defeat that object, against a large 
majority of the House? No. He believed there 
would be a very considerable majority ready to 
vote for any sum which might be wanted for the 
frigates, though he might vote differently. But 
he thought there was another object worth con- 
tending for, which was, not to vote money because 
an officer of a department calls for it, however 
much that officer may be entitled to the confidence 
of the House. 

_If this practice was once gone into, it would 
create endless mischief. Mr. G. said, the different 
conclusions which gentlemen had drawn on the 
subject, were sufficient to show that the committee 
were not prepared to come to a vote on the ques- 
tion, as one gentleman declared that $130,000 were 
wanting to complete the frigates, and another 
insisted. that only $36,000 were necessary! For 
his part he did not know, but from what the 
Secretary of the Treasury had said, that any mo- 
ney at.all was wanting for that purpose. When 
the estimate was laid before the House, he should 


not-object to a partial appropriation before the | 
inquiry was gone into; but at present he could not | 


consent-to it. 


Mr. Harper said, as several gentlemen, who | 


had expressed their intention of voting for this 
appropriation, when the estimates should be laid 


before the House, though now they objected to It, | 


and as no great inconvenience, he trusted, would 
arise from the delay of three or four days, he 
would join in voting for the committee to risc, 

Mr. Sewau.produced a statement of the Sec- 
retary of War, lately made to the House, wherein 
he states that there is a deficiency of $36,000 for 
the’completion of the frigates. He thought this 
sufficient ground for the appropriation,and regret- 
ted that the gentleman from South Carolina had 
concluded: to-vote for the committee’s rising. Mr. 
S. referred to.what had fallen from Mr. GALLA- 
TIN, and said the only difference between the two 
cases of Naval and Military Establishments was, 
that we did not build frigates by the year. 

Mr. Pinckney said, if he thought voting for 
this appropriation would preclude an inquiry into 
past ‘expenditures, and by that. means to put the 
business upon’a better footing in future, he should 
by no means: vote for it. But he did not believe 


this. However, if gentlemen wished the subject | 


to lie over for two-or three days,;he had no objec- 
tion; but if it were their intention to postpone an 
appropriation until. an inquiry into former expen- 
ses were gone into, he:should-have serious objec- 


| tions toit. Ithad been admitted on all hands that 
| the frigates had been an expensive business; but 
a further delay would make them more so. He 
thought the Treasury might be safely trusted with 
tkis money, and the inquiry could, in the mean 
time, be going on. 

The question for the committee to rise was put 
and carried—45 to 35. 


Fripay, January 12. 


Mr. Cocuran called up the resolution which he 
laid yesterday upon the table, for directing the 
Committee of Commerce and Manufactures to 
inquire into the expediency of allowing a draw- 
back on goods exported to Canada, by way of the 
Lakes, which was agreed to, and a committee 
appointed. . 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, moved that that part of their 
report which related to the expiring of an act de- 
claring the concurrence of Congress to the ap- 
pointment of an health officer by the State of. 
Maryland, be referred to the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures. . 

Mr. Harrison presented a petition froma num- | 
ber of citizens and freeholders of the counties of 
Southampton, Sussex, and Prince George, in Vir- 
ginia, praying a repeal of the stamp act, and for 
certain alterations in the law laying a duty on 
spirits and on stills. Mr. H, observed, that as the 
| House had anticipated the wishes of his constitu- 

ents, in relation to the spirit tax, by the bill which 
had lately passed, there would be an impropriety 
in referring that part of the petition; but so much 
of it as related to the stamp act, he moved to cefer 
to the Committee of Ways and Means.. Agree 
t 


o. 
The bill directing the Secretary of War t 
place certain persons on the pension list, was read 
| the third time and passed. 
Mr. Evans said that the Attorney General wa 
| put to a very great expense in paying the postag 
iof packets and letters which passed to and fr 
him in his official capacity. This had been pal 
ticularly felt in the packets and letters which h 
had received in relation to the fifth article of th 
British Treaty, which had amounted to sever 
hundred dollars. To relieve this officer from thi 
inconvenience, Mr. E. proposed a resolution to th 
| following effect: 
| « Resolved, That all the letters and packets to or from: 
the Attorney General of the United States, shall be con® 
veyed, free of postage, under like restrictions with letters 
; or packets passing to and from the other Heads of De 
partment.” 


Referred to the Committee on Post Offices an 
Post Roads. aS, 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill at 
| thorizing the payment of. interest on a certificat 
due to General Kosciusko, was taken up. Thi 
amendment went to strike: out that part of th 
interest which had been directed by the Genera: 
to be remitted from. Amsterdam to Leipsic “6 
| Dresden. -After some discussion, thisamendm 
|-was disagreed to—46.to 41. 
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Mr. Tittinenast called up his resolution re- 
specting the fixing of an uniform plan of weights 
and measures, which was agreed to, and a com- 
mittee of seven members appointed. 


RELIEF TO OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 
A motion for postponing the unfinished busi- 


‘Whole on the bill for the relief of the representa- 
tives of certain deceased officers and soldiers, Mr. 
Denr in the Chair, which, after considerable dis- 
cussion—which chiefly turned upon the propriety 
or impropriety of changing the period which had 


in the course of which different periods were pro- 
posed—was agreed to with one amendment, deter- 
mining that such officers and soldiers as lived till 
the 24th of March, 1783, should be entitled to the 
same allowance as if they had lived-till the 3d of 
November, in the same year, (the time at which 
Congress disbanded the Army.) The committee 
rose, and the House concurred in the amendment; 
but, upon the question’s being put for the bill’s 
passing to a third reading, it was negatived, there 
being only 26 votes in favor of it. Of course the 
bill was lost. 


COMPENSATION TO DOORKEEPERS. 


On motion, of Mr. Harrer, the House again 
went into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
from the Senate allowing a compensation to the 
Doorkeeper of the Senate and his assistant du- 
ring the extraordinary session; when the amend- 
ment proposing to add to the bill a provision in 
favor of a compensation to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House of Representatives of $260, being 


amendment by striking out 260, and inserting 
$252, which he proved, from a statement which 
he read, would bring his allowance to the same 
amount which had been paid to the Doorkeeper, 
calculating from the commencement of the year 
1794. This motion was opposed on the ground 
that four dollars a day, (which was the allowance 
made by law.) during his attendance upon duty, 
was sufficient pay for the Sergeant-at-Arms ; that 
the Doorkeeper’s allowance was’a salary of $500 
per annum, for an annual attendance, to which, 
on account of extraordinary services, or from the 
dearness ‘of living, some temporary grants had 
“been made, the chief of which (and which prin- 
cipally produced the difference. spoken of) was 
$250 allowed.to the present Doorkeeper in 1794, 
when assistant to Mr. Dally, on account of his 
having done nearly the whole of the duty during 
that session. -Fhe amendment was on-one hand 
-urged-as an improper. tack to the bill from: the 
Senate, and on the other it was advocated as ne- 
cessary to put an-end to what was thought: te be 
an improper practice, viz: the granting of addi- 
tional allowances to Doorkeepers and others on 
the last day of a session, upon a simple resolution 
of the House, without enacting a law for the pur- 
pose. -The amendment: was finally: negatived, 
theréebeing. only 28. votes for it. The bill was 


ness of yesterday having been made and carried, ! 
the House resolved itself into a Committee of the : 


heretofore been considered as terminating the war, | 


under consideration, Mr. H. moved to amend the | 


| then agreed to, and ordered to be read ‘a third 
i time on Monday. 
_ Mr. Truuinesast gave notice, that on Monday, 
‘he should bring forward a resolution for the ap- 
| pointment of a committee to bring in a bill for 
ithe repeal of the law. imposing a duty upon 
| stamped vellum, parchment, and paper. 


Monpay, January 15. 


Lemvet Bewnvon, from the State of South 
Carolina, appeared and took his seat. 

The bill from the Senate to compensate their 
Doorkeeper and his assistant, was read the third 
time and passed. 

The Speaker laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department, enclosing 
the accounts of the Treasurer of the receipts and 
expenditures of the United States for the quarter 
ending on the 30th of December last, which were 
ordered to be printed. A 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to.whom was referred the estimates 
necessary for the service of the year 1798, re- 
ported a bill providing for the expenses of the 
civil department of Government for the: year 
1798, which was twice read and referred. toa 
Committee of the. Whole for Wednesday. >. 

Mr. H. also reported, from the same committee, 
a bill providing for the means of intercourse. be~ 
tween the United States and foreign nations, 
which was committed for Thursday. ane 


REPEAL OF THE STAMP ACT. 0] 
Mr. Tittincuast, agreeably to the notice he 
| gave on Friday last, proposed a resolution for the 
adoption of the House, to the following effect 


| Resolved, That a committee be appointed to bring in 
| a bill for the purpose of repealing the act of Congress, 
| passed the last session, levying a duty on stamped vél- 
| lum, parchment, and paper. TE 
Mr. J. WiıLLiams wished this resolution might 
i be so altered as to go to the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, who, having the subject of revenue 
| generally. under consideration, were, of course, 
i the best judges as to the propriety of: repealing 
ithe act in question. But, before the resolution 
| was referred, he wished to amend. it, by adding, 
“also the act laying an additional duty on salt 
| imported into the United States.” His reason 
| for wishing the resolution.to be thus amended 
was, that when the stamp act had been agreed to, 
|a proposition (which bad before been rejected) 
| was brought forward, towards the close of the 
session, when many of the members were gone 
| home, for laying an additional duty-on salt, which 
| it was said was necessary to stand against. the 
stamp tax, which would fall principally upon the 
| 


commercial-and moneyed ‘part of our citizens. 
If, therefore, a-repeal of the stamp act, which 
chiefly affected those interests, was to come under 
consideration, he wished the salt tax, which prin- 
cipally affected the agricultural interest, also to 
be considered, and that both should be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means together, that 


831 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


832 


H- or RJ 


Expenditure for Naval Service. 


[Janvary, 1798. 


they might report u 
same time. 

The Spzaxer declared the motion for a refer- 
ence to be first in order. 

. Mr. Harper hoped the resolution would aot be 
agreed to, as he held a report in his hand on the 
petition from Virginia, praying for a repeal of the 
stamp act, which, of course, involved the subject 
of the resolution. 

Mr. RorLepes trusted the resolution would 
not be agreed to. He believed it was of more 
importance than it seemed to be considered by the 
House; as it did not propose to appoint a com- 
mittee to inquire into the expediency of repealing 
the law in question, but for the special purpose of 
reporting a bill for the repeal of the law. Had 
the former mode been adopted, he: should not 
have objected to it. 
` -The SPEAKER observed that the motion was to 
refer the resolution to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, who would of course report upon the 
expediency of the measure proposed. 

Mr. DENT proposed to postpone the further 
consideration of the resolution until to-morrow, 
when it could be referred to the same Committee 
of the Whole, to whom were referred the report 
which the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means had said he was prepared to make on 
this subject, and then both applications would 
come under consideration at the-same time. 

After some little consideration on the subject, 
which went chiefly to show, that, as the petition 
from Virginia was to the same purpose with this 
resolution, the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means upon it must be the same which 
would be made upon this resolution if referred to 
them, this motion was carried, 

Mr. Harper, from the Committ 
and Means, made: the report (whic 
alluded to) on the petition of certain freeholders 
of Somerset, Sussex, and. Prince George, in Vir- 
ginia, praying fora repeal of the stamp act. The 
report stated, that, in the opinion of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, it would be inexpe- 
dient to repeal the said act, and that therefore the 
petitioners have leave to withdraw their petition. 
This report. was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole, and made the order for Monday next. 


EXPENDITURE FOR NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. Livineston. called up for consideration 
and decision the resolution which he laid upon 
the table a few days ago, for the appointment of 
a committee of inquiry into the expenditure of 


money which had been appropriated for the na- 
val service. 


The House havi 
business— j 

Mr. Harper said, he believed that the appoint- 
ment. of such a committee. was very unusual, 
without having some ground stated to the House 
for the proceeding. A vote of this kind would 
imply a censure upon the conduct of our. public 
officers, which. certainly ought: not. to be -done 
hastily, or without first having, at- least, some 
ground of suspicion laid before them upon which 


pon the whole subject at the 


ee of Ways 
h had been 


ng agreed to take up this 


to act. The House had not yet received the 
statements which had been called for relative to 
this business; they were directed to be laid before 
the House in the last week in January, and might, 
therefore, be soon expected. 

[Several gentlemen said it was the first, and 
not the last week in January, in which the ac- 
counts had been ordered to be laid before the 
House.] 

Mr. H. said the delay, he supposed, had been 
occasioned by the officers having been obliged to 
remove from the city during the fever, He had, 
however, been informed that these statements 
would be ready in a few days. And would it not 
be extraordinary, he asked, if, before they received 
these statements, they were to appoint a commit- 
tee of inquiry? He thought it would. He be- 
lieved the officers of this department of Govern- 
ment were very desirous of the inquiry taking 
place; but this was not a sufficient reason for 
the House to proceed in the business without hay- 
ing first some ground to suppose the money had: 
been misapplied, and this he believed could not be 
ascertained until the expected statements were 
before the House. When these were looked into, 
it was possible the House might be satisfied with 
respect to the expenditure of the money, and it 
would, therefore, be improper to appoint a com- 
mittee to inquire into a matter which might so 
shortly appear satisfactory. If, on the other hand, © 
these accounts should not be satisfactory, he would 
readily concur in the appointment of a committee 
of inquiry. 

Mr. J. Wituiams said, the gentleman from 
South Carolina ought to recollect that the inquiry 
was produced by a further appropriation being 
called for. It might be best to defer the inquiry 
until the accounts which had been called for were 
laid before the House; and he should have been ` 
satisfied with the business taking that course, if a 
further appropriation had n 
the meantime. 
appropriate a fu 
ject, it was natu 


He thought 
ndly to the 


which. gave rise to 
he felt an aversion 
be unnecessary, 
heard him. 
served that the patience. of the House had bee 
worn out by the repeated applications which had. 
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been made for money for this object; that the ex- 
pense had exceeded all belief; that the most ex- 
tended imagination could not have conceived an 
amount like that which Congress had from time 
to time been blindly led to appropriate. But the 
proposition was objected to, because it would cast 
an odium upon our officers. This he was per- 
fectly indifferent about. Whatever might be the 
private opinion he had of the characters of these 
officers, however, incapable he might believe them 


of doing wrong, or of acting corruptly, yet, when | 


his duty called upon him to make an inquiry into 
the expenditure of public money, he was deaf to all 
considerations of a private nature. 


The House had been told (he believed by the 
gentleman from South Carolina himself) that the 
extraordinary expense had been occasioned by 
our inexperience in business of this kind, by the 
high price of labor, materials, &c. If this were 
the case, the result of the inquiry would be honor- 
able to those concerned, and highly satisfactory 
to the House. It was a proceeding which our 
public officers ought to wish for; nay, gentlemen 
say they do wish for it. 

But, Mr. L. said, it had been alleged, that the 
statements ordered a year ago to be laid before 
the House during the first week in this month, 
should be waited for before any inquiry took 
place. He would reply, if these officers had not, 


in the meantime, called upon the House for a! 
fresh supply of money, this inquiry would not | 


have been thought of. Besides, the accounts 
asked for last year would not give the satisfaction 
required. The request only extended to all the 


expenditures previous to the Ist of January, 1797. |; 


The House would wish to know what had been 
expended since, and they had no reason to expect 
further information than was asked for. Mr. L. 
said every member who was present at the time 
must remember that whenever the House had 
been applied to for further appropriations, 
had been told that the frigates would be ready 
for sea at such and such a time; and that they 
would then bear our flag triumphantly over the 
ocean. And yet, though the House had been four 
or five times deceived by these representations, 


they were told there were no ground for inquiry. | 
For his part, he should consider himself as ne- | 


glecting his duty were he not to cal! for this in- 
< quiry immediately; for, if the House were to wait 
< a week for the statements called for, they might 
wait another for their being printed; they might 
then be found to be deficient, fresh statements 
might be necessary, and the session might expire 
< without effecting the wished-for inquiry. He 
thought all parts of the House ought to favor the 
inquiry; for, he believed, if it should appear that 
frigates could not be built for less than $500,000 a 
plece. the project of a navy ought to be given up; 


had occurred in the commencement of this busi- 
ness, which would not return, and that frigates 
“May in future be built for half the sum, (which 
_ was his opinion,) there would be some encourage- 
ment to proceed in the biisiness. ` 


5th Con.—27 


But, in this | 
case, he did not see the necessity for this remark. | 


they | 


but if, on the other hand, difficulties and expenses | 


| Mr. BewaLL was sorry that the gentleman from 
; South Carolina (Mr. Harper) had given the oc- 
| casion, and that the gentleman last up had so 
| eagerly seized it, to thwart any measures which 
| might be necessary for the general defence, by 
| ridiculing the resources of the country. The pre- 

_ sent, he said, was a time of danger and apprehen- 

; Sion, and thus to talk of the resources of the Uni- 
ited States added to the apprehension and the 

| danger. The gentleman from South Carolina had 
said, that to pass this resolution would be to pass 

| an odium upon our public officers. He did not 
think so. He thought an inquiry of this kind at 
all times proper where there was any doubt as to 
the expenditure of money. He agreed with the 
gentleman from New York, that the inquiry (if it 
had a favorable issue, which he did not doubt) 
would forward the design of providing a navy; as 
it would appear that the extraordinary expenses 
had been such as it would not be necessary to in- 
cur in future. He was, therefore, sorry to hear 
the gentleman from New York first up (Mr. WiL- 
LIAMS) say he should be disinclined to vote any 
further appropriation until he saw how the last 
had been expended. However improvidently the 
money already appropriated had been expended, 
yet, in order to secure what had been voted, and 
to keep the work in progress, they ought to vote 
a further sum, as soon as wanted, whether the 
statement called for were received or not. 

Mr. Livineston desired to know wherein he 

had attempted to ridicule the resources of this 
country? The gentleman from Massachusetts 
; must excuse him when he asserted he had never. 
made a more hasty or unfounded charge. If he 
had either ridiculed the resources, or thwarted 
| any measures for the general defence of the Uni- 
i ted States, it must have arisen from a weak judg- 
ment, and not from any intention of doing so. 
But he was certain nothing which had fallen from 
i him could be so construed. 

Mr. SewALt acquitted the gentleman from New 
York of any intention of lowering the appearance 
of the resources of this country ; but he appealed to 
ithe House whether he had not spoken of this 
fleet with a degree of ridicule, when he repre- 
| sented it as governing the ocean. It appeared so 

to him at least. : 

Mr. Harper again insisted upon the impro- 
priety of going into this measure, from reasons 
similar to those which he had already given. 

Mr. Gatxatin said, that the ground taken by 
the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Har- 
per) would prevent any inquiry whatever; for 
he stated that the House ought. not to pass the 
present resolution because certain statements had 
not been received, and because to pass it would be 
to imply a censure on our officers. So that on 
this ground no inquiry could be gone into without 
statements, as the House could not obtain state- 

ments without passing a resolution, that resolu - 
| tion would be construed into a censure, and there- 
| fore ought not to be passed. This Mr. G. thought 
{a very improper doctrine... It would never be in 
| the power of the House to decide upon the pro- - 
priety of statements by barely having them laid 
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upon the table. The proper mode was to appoint 
a committee to inquire into the subject, and an 
appointment of this kind never ought to be con- 
strued into a censure upon any one. 

He agreed with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, that the proposed inquiry might favor the 
extension of the Navy establishment, if the extra- 
ordinary expense should appear to have been tem- 
porary and unavoidable ; but he owned this was 
not his only object in wishing for the inquiry. He 
could not help drawing conclusions from the in- 
formation which he received ; and the conclusions 
which he had drawn from this information was, 
that either the officers who had made the differ- 
ent statements with respect to the expense of fin- 
ishing the frigates, which had been laid before 
the House, had either deceived them, or the ex- 
penditure of the money had been mismanaged. 
He might be mistaken, as this was only conjec- 
ture. He wished the inquiry to take place, there- 
fore, that this suspicion which he entertained, 
might be removed or confirmed. 

Mr. G. stated the different estimates which had 
been made to the House. In 1794, he said, they 
were told that $688,000 would be sufficient to 
build six frigates. In 1796, they were informed 
there had been a mistake in the matter, but that 
with $80,000 more three would be finished. In 

. January, 1797, the House was again called upon 
for $172,000 ; in July, in the same year, for $200,- 
000, and now for $150,000 more. ‘Such calcula- 
tions, he thought, wholly unaccountable. 

Mr. G. concluded by saying, that he agreed 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts that it 
was wrong to ridicule the resources of the United 
States ; but that gentleman must agree with him, 
that it was of importance that the public should 
be well informed as to the expenditure of public 
money, thata judgment might be formed whether 
our resources were properly applied, or whether 
they were employed upon objects which could 
never be of any real utility to the country, or 
upon objects which might tend to weaken, rather 
than to strengthen us. 

This inquiry, he expected, would, in some de- 
gree, give a decision to this question, as it would 
show whether the great expense which had been 
incurred, was unavoidable in a business of this 
kind, or whether it had been owing to temporary 
causes only. It could not be wrong, Mr. G. said, 
atany time to explain to the people of the United 
States what their resources are; this could do no 
harm, but good; it was of the first importance 
that, in this respect, as well as others, the truth 
should appear. He hoped, therefore, the resolu- 
tion. would be agreed to. 

Mr. Dana was in favor of the inquiry, for some 
of the reasons which had been assigned by the 
gentleman who was last up; and he should not 
have spoken upon the subject, had he not thought 
the remarks which had fallen from the gentlemen 
from New York and Pennsylvania upon our pub- 
lie officers deserving of notice. He did not know 
that: it was necessary for the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to mention his suspicions that our 
officers had deceived the House of Representatives 


ch, 


in their statements, which he acknowledged was 
founded only upon conjecture. He had observed 
several other insinuations which must be painful 
to our officers. He could have wished that no 
objection had been made to this inquiry though, 
perhaps, it might have a good effect, since it had 
given gentlemen an opportunity of speaking their 
own eulogy, which would, doubtless, more than 
compensate any pain which their suspicion might 
give to deserving officers. 

Mr. VENABLE wished something to be said in 
this resolution as to the time which had been 
consumed in building the frigates, as well as to 
the expense incurred. He therefore moved to 
amend the resolution, by adding “also the causes 
which have produced the delay in finishing the 
same.” 

The motion was ‘agreed to, without a division, 
and a committee of five appointed. 


CANADIAN REFUGEES. 


On motion of Mr. Wittrams, the House again 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the bill for the relief of the refugees from Canada 
and Nova Scotia. The bill underwent several 
amendments, the chief of which was, the striking 
out the clause which provided for all persons, 
whether male or female, who were fourteen years 
of age when they emigrated, and substituting in 
its place, “all heads of families, and other male 
persons above the age of 21 years,” and “all per- 
sons who were members of families when they 
came into the United States, but who afterwards 
entered into their service.” The quantity of land 
apportioned to the first class of persons, viz: those 
who lost and suffered most, was not to exceed 
two thousand acres; to those of the last, three 
hundred acres. The bill was finally agreed to, 
and passed to a third reading, which it is to have 
to-morrow. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they insisted upon their 
amendment to the bill for paying the interest due 
to General Kosciusko. 

The House took up the last bill, and insisted 
upon their disagreement to the Senate’s amend- 
ment. A committee of conference was appointed. 


Tuespay, January 16. 


Mr. Griswo tp, from the committee to whom 
was referred the memorial of John Spafford and 
others, who wished to be allowed to purchase 
land of the United States on different terms from 
those prescribed by law, reported against the ob- 
ject of the petition, declaring it to be their opin- 
ion, that the Government could not dispose of 
land in any other mode than such as was by law 
directed, and that individual applications for the 
purchase of land could not be admitted. The 
House coneurred in the report. 

The bill for the relief of British refugees from 
Canada and Nova Scotia, was read the third time 
and passed. : 

Mr. Grece proposed a resolution to the follow- © 
ing effect: : 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be di- ` 
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rected to inquire into the expediency of extending the | 
act passed in June, 1794, entitled an act in addition to | 
an act for making further provision for the protection of 
the frontiers of the United States, so far as it relates to 
the affording of relief to the widows and children of 
officers and soldiers who were killed in an action with 
the Indians Northwest of the Ohio, and report their opin- 
ion thereon.” 
The resolution was agreed to. 
EXPENSE OF INDIAN TREATIES. 


Mr. Macon wished to propose a resolution for 
the adoption of the House, for the purpose of hay- 
ing it referred to the same Committee of the Whole 
to whom was referred the report on the petition 
and remonstrance of the State of Tennessee. It 
was to the following effect : 

*¢ Resolved, That the sum of dollars ought to be 
appropriated for the purpose of defraying the expense 
which may be incurred in forming any treaty or treaties 
which the President of the United States may deem it 
expedient to hold with the Indians claiming lands 
within the State of Tennessee.” 


Mr. Macon said, he was induced to make this 
motion at this time, because, when a similar propo- 
sition was offered in the Committee of the Whole, 
it was deemed to beoutoforder. But itas was now 
well known that the President had appointed 
Commissioners for holding a treaty, he believed it 
would be best to make an appropriation in the 
usual way, to enable him to carry it into effect. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WM. BLOUNT. 


Mr. McDowe tt rose to call up the resolution 
which he had laid upon the table a week ago, re- 
specting the impeachment of William Blount, 
and which had been deferred, from the assurance 
which had been made to the House that the chair- 
man of the committee appointed on that subject, 
would be in his place yesterday. Finding that 
this was not the case, he renewed his motion. 

Mr. Harper said that he understood, at the 
time he said so, that the chairman of the commit- 
tee would be in his place yesterday. He, yester- 
day, however, saw a gentleman from Easton, who 
had conversed with that gentleman on Saturday, 
and he informed him he should set out from home 
on Monday morning; so that he expected him in 
town this day. 

Mr. Bayarp could not discover the motive of 
the gentleman from North Carolina in pressing so 
closely this business ; for his part he could see no 
public good which could be derived from acceler- 
ating it in the manner proposed. When the bu- 
siness was first brought forward, he was kept from 
the House by indisposition, and therefore had not 
an opportunity of speaking to it. It was. well 
known: that the business of drawing the articles 
of impeachment belonged tothechairman. That 
they were not. drawn earlier, he believed was ow 
ing to the peculiar situation of the person to be 
> impeached. He was held to bail by the Senate 
under the penal. sum of $2,000; and it was well 
understood that when.the articles of impeachment 

~ should be exhibited against him in-the Senate, he 
would not appear; and, except he did appear at 


“very important. 


that time, it would be impossible for the House 
to proceed with the impeachment. This view of. 
the subject had created a lukewarmness in the 
committee. Had they been impressed with the 
idea that the business could have been prosecuted 
with success, he believed the articles of impeach- 
ment would have been produced at an earlier pe- 
riod of the session; but, as they considered the 
further proceeding in the business as a mere mat- 


| ter of form, they had been, the less anxious about 


it. Under this view of the subject, and as the 
chairman would most likely return in a day.or 
two, he submitted to the gentleman from North 
Carolina and to the House, whether it would be 
proper to press the business at this time. 

Mr. Nicuotas hoped the reason which had 
been assigned by the gentleman from Delaware 
would be sufficient to induce the mover of the 
proposition not to press its decision; but he was 
surprised to hear the reasons which had been as- 
signed for not bringing forward the articles of 
impeachment sooner. It seemed that that gen- 
tleman supposed that the measures which had 
been taken by the House, and upon which the 
select committee had been appointed toact during 
the recess of Congress, was a mere matter of form, 
and would come to nothing. He believed it was 
a novel thing for a committee to contravene the 
views of the House in their appointment, and to 
determine the non-importance of the business en- 
trusted to them. He believed the practice to be 
as singular as the doctrine was unfounded ; for, if 
it were possible to impeach Mr. Blount at all, it 
could be done whether he was present or nots 
but, as the chairman was shortly expected, he 
hoped the business would not.at present be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. McDoweE tu would not agree to any further 
delay. It was not his wish to precipitate any 
business through the House; but he thought it . 
was high time that the articles of impeachment, 
directed to be reported, were before them. -He 
spoke of the promptness with which the House 
had acted at the commencement of this business. 
No sooner, he said, was Mr. Blount’s letter laid 
before them than he was impeached, and a com- 
mittee appointed to sit during the recess, with. 
power to send for persons and papers... That com- 
mittee had made a report, but no further step had 
yet been taken. What were.the motives. of the 
committee he could not tell; they perhaps thought 
they had done their duty. It was said the chair: 
man would be in the House to-morrow; if so, the 
committee would have his assistance ; if not, they 
might have a member added to their committee, 
if they wished it. He thought the House were 
bound to the country to proceed with the busi- 
ness, and that they were incurring censure every 
hour which they neglected it. He wished the 
ense of the House to be taken upon his motion. 

Mr. T. Crarporne said the House would not 
have appointed.a committee to sit during the re- 
cess of Congress, if they had sot conceived the: 
business upon which they. were employed was 
It was to inquire whether there 
were no. other persons implicated in the charge. 
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which was brought against W. Blount. The lon the subject of order. Indeed, several mem- 
House supposed, if he were culpable, he was not | bers (amongst whom was the SPEAKER) thought 
alone so, but there were more egregious offenders | the debate altogether out of order, as they con- 
than he; and when he gave his consent for the | sidered the last resolution proposed as a substi- 
committee to sit during the recess, it was with a | tute for the former, to admit of which is contrary 
view of their inquiring who those persons were. | to a standing rule of the House. The Chairman, 
The report which had been made to the House | however, having declared the motion for postpone- 
implicated several persons, as concerned with W. | ment to be in order, the debate upon it was con- 
Blount, and he wished it to appear whether the | tinued for about two hours, when the question 
stain-which was thus thrown upon their charac- | was taken and negatived—44 to 41. The advo- 
ters ought to be fixed or removed; and as there | cates for the postponement were Messrs. Macon, 
were persons upon the committee equally capable | W. CLAIBORNE, GALLATIN, RUTLEDGE, and R., 
with the chairman to make the desired report, | Wittiams; those opposed to it were Messrs. N. 
he hoped it would be no longer delayed. Smita, Brooxs, J. PARKER, Harper, J. WiL- 

Mr. Dawson rose to remark upon what fell | Liams, and THarcuer. The committee rose, and 
from his colleague, (Mr. Nicnouas.) He sup- | had leave to sit again. 


posed the gentleman from Delaware only gave it PROTECTION OF COMMERCE. 


as ‘his opinion, or that of some members of his ; ed 
committee, that Mr. Blount could notbeimpeached | ° Mr. Sewatt, from the committee appointed 10 
in his absence. The subject wasa novel one, and take into consideration that part of the President’s 
he had not fully made up his opinion upon it ; but Speech which relates to the protection of com- 
his present impressions were, that an impeach- | Merce and the defence of the country, made a far- 
ther report. The committee state that further ap- 


ment which did not go to affect the life or limbs Aid = ` 3 
of a man might be carried on in his absence. The | Propriations are necessary for the completion of 
the frigates; for an account of which they refer 


contrary, he believed, was the opinion of the chair- f d 
man and of the gentleman from Delaware, but not t9 the documents from the proper departments, 
which accompany their report. They also state 


of the committee. h ; 
Mr. R. Wiuttams said if there wêre no reason | that only two of the revenue cutters are fit to be 
armed and equipped in the manner directed by 


to expect the chairman of the committee soon, $ EEN: : 4 
he should be in favor of taking up the business at | Congress, viz: one on the Virginia station, an 
one in the Delaware; that the former only had 


resent; but, when they were assured he would nee 
p EE y been armed for want of being able to procure the 


return ina day or two, he thought no ill conse- : 
quence could arise from the short delay. The | 2€cessary cannon. The committee report four 
House had decided that the impeachment should | "esolutions for the adoption of the House. 


be proceeded with, and he did not suppose that |_, Tbe first, for the sum of dollars, for com- 
the object of the House was to be frustrated by | Pleting and equipping for sea the three frigates. 
The second, for the sum of —— dollars, for the 


any ineffectual measures of the Senate to secure 
the person of Mr. Blount. As to the business 
being hastened from a desire of proceeding against 


any other person, he saw no reason for this; as | 244 dollars for ammunition, &e. 
the documents were before the House. such a! The third, to authorize the President to procure, 
se, s | 


proceeding might as well be had now as when the | whenever in his opinion the situation of the coun- 
articles of impeachment were reported. try shall require it, not exceeding —— vessels, 
© Mr: Niıcnoras moved to postpone the decision suitable to be employed for the protection of our 
of this question till Thursday. If the chairman | S€2 Coasts, and to cause the same to be armed and 
did not return in the mean time, he supposed there | €AUipped on the same terms as are directed for the 
would be no objection to the appointment of naval armament; and that there be appropriated 


another member in his place. not exceeding dollars for the purpose. — 
This motion was agreed to The fourth, proposes to authorize the President 
i as ag . 


: | to establish, in the same eligible situation, a 
TENNESSEE LAND TITLES. | foundry, to be employed in the casting of can- 
On motion of Mr. W. Crarsorne, the House | non for the use of Government, and that 
again resolved itself into a Committee of the | dollars be appropriated for the purchase of a 
‘Whole on the report of a select committee on the | necessary building and materials, and to defray 
petition and remonstrance of the Legislature of | other expenses attending the establishment. 
the State of Tennessee. The resolution reported | The documents from the War Department ac- 
having been read, | companying this report, agree with the estimates ` 
Mr. Macon moved to postpone the considera- | produced the other day, when the subject of an 
tion. of the resolution reported, in order to take up | appropriation for the frigates was under consider- 
the.one which he had brought forward this morn- | ation, as far as they relate to the finishing of the 
ing, and which had been referred to this commit- | frigates, except that the balance remaining unex- 
tée,as being more conformable to the usual mode | pended of the last appropriation, then stated at 
of appropriating to enable the President to effect | $20,501, is now stated at $35,454. This difference 
any: treaty intended to be held. | reduces the estimate to $115,833. In addition-to 
This motion: occasioned a very warm debate, | this sum there is also an estimate for the pay and 
in the-course of which several disputes took place | subsistence of the officers and crew for a year,- 


pay and subsistence, for the term of one year, of 
the officers and crew on board the said frigates, 
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&c., which brings the total sum wanted to 


$396,212. 
This report was committed for Monday next. 


Weonespay, January 17. 
COMMISSIONER OF THE REVENUE. i 


Mr. Macon, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a report on the | 
motion, referred to them on the 4th instant, res- | 
pecting the abolition of the office of Commissioner | 
of the Revenue, which stated it as their opinion | 
that it would be inexpedient to abolish that office. 

The report having been read a second time, 

Mr. Macon moved that the House concur ; but 
Mr. J. WiLuiams moving that it be committed, 
the sense of the House was taken upon tne ques- 
tion, and it was negatived. 

Mr. Macon then renewed his motion to concur. 
He said that the committee were unanimous in 
their opinion that this office was necessary. It 
was the duty of the Commissioner of the Reve- 
nue to superintend the duties collected from im- 
post and tonnage, and from internal revenue. He 
had also to examine all the accounts settled by 
the Auditor. The light-houses, beacons, and pub- 
lie pier, were under his direction. He had also 
to assist in preparing statements for the two 
Houses of Congress, and a good deal of other mis- 
ellaneous business, as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had the power of giving him such business as 
he thought proper. He had also to correspond | 
with all the supervisors of the different States on 
the subject of internal revenue, which correspon- 
dence was very considerable. He did not think 
there would be any economy in putting more 
business upon any department than it would well 
perform; and if this office were abolished, the 
business of it must be done by another. It might | 
be said that by adding the clerks employed in this | 
office to another of the Treasury offices, the busi- | 
ness might be as well done; buthe conceived the 
expense thus saved, which could not be more 
than seven hundred dollars a year, as a principal 
clerk must be employed, would be equal to.the 
loss of responsibility which the public had in the 
Commissioner of the Revenue. Mr. M. thought 
to object to an office of this sort was straining at 
agnat. He was as great a friend of curtailing | 
the expenses of Government, as any member ; but 
there were other expenses which carried off the 
money of Government, and which ought to be 
lessened. This office he believed to be necessary. 

Mr. Finpiey hoped the report would be agreed 
to. The original intention of this office was to be 
a check upon the other officers of the Treasury | 
Department. He did not wish it, therefore, to be 
abolished; but, at another time he trusted that | 
the business of it would be revived. If the House | 
were disposed to take away all checks of this 
kind, they might go on and abolish the office of 
Comptroller General and others. He was not dis- | 
posed to give up these checks. 

Mr. J. Wittiams was of opinion that all the 
business done by that officer might be done by an 
additional clerk in the Comptroller’s office. He 


| did not think the responsibility of this office was 

so great as represented, as he was under the di- 
| rection of the Secretary of the Treasury. By 
! such a regulation, he believed one-third of the 


expense now incurred would be saved; and 
‘though other gentlemen might not think a saving 


of three or four thousand dollars a year an object, 
he was of a different opinion. 
The report was concurred in. 


TREATY WITH THE CHEROKEES, 


A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
or tHe Unitep Starss, as follows : 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


The situation of affairs between the United States 
and the Cherokee Indians having evinced the expe- 
diency of a treaty with that nation, for the promotion 
of justice to them, as well as of the interests and côn- 
venience of our citizens, I have nominated, and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
pointed Commissioners to hold conferences, and con- 
clude a treaty, as early as the season of the year and 
the convenience of the parties will admit. 

As we know very well, by experience, such negotia- 
tions cannot be carried on without considerable ex- 
penses, I recommend to your consideration the pro- 
priety of making an appropriation, at this time, for 
defraying such as may be necessary for holding and 
concluding a treaty. 

That you may form your judgments with greater fa- 
cility, I shall direct the proper officer to lay before you 
an estimate of such articles and expenses as may be 


thought indispensable. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrrup Srares, January 17, 1798. 


Mr. N. Smrru moved that this Message be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. Harrer did not see the propriety of this 
reference; he thought it would be best to go to 
the Committee of the Whole, who had the report 
of the select committee upon the petition and re- 
monstrance of the Legislature of Tennessee under 
consideration. 

Mr. N. Smitu could see no reason why a differ- - 


| ent course should be observed with respect to this 


business, than was observed with respect to any 
other which related to appropriations ; and the 
usual way was to refer all such subjects to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. The present, 
he said, was mere Executive business. The Pre- 
sident of the United States had communicated to 
the House his intention of holding a treaty, and 
requested an appropriation. It was, therefore, a 
proper subject to be acted upon by the Committee 


$ a ` 
| of Ways and Means; and when it was so referred, 


he should move to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from the further consideration of the busi- 
ness which related to this treaty. The House had 
already spent considerable time upon it to no pur- 
pose, merely because it was improper for them to 
have entered upon it at all. 

Mr. J. Witutams believed it was usual for all 
Messages from the President of the United. States 
to be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. .He wished this. Message’ 
to take that. course, and when the promised: esti 
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mates were received, they could be referred to the 
same committee. 

Mr. T. CLAIBORNE approved of the course recom- 
mended by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. Tuarcuer thought no reference was neces- 
sary until the estimates were received. 

Mr. Nicuo.as did not understand what the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut meant by saying that 
this was wholly Executive business. He did not 
believe, because the President had told the House 
that he was about to hold a treaty, that the money 


must be granted, and that the House had no choice | 


whether they would appropriate it or not. From 
what had already been said upon the subject, he 
doubted not there was a pretty general disposition 
to grant the money; but it was not proper that 
the Message should be sent to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, as if an appropriation was a 
thing of course; to do this, would be to act at the 
command of the President of the United States; 
whereas that House could only act upon the full 
exercise of its discretion. He therefore moved 


that the Message be referred to the Committee of | 
the Whole, which had already this subject under | 


consideration. 

-Mr. Harper was of opinion with the gentleman 
from Connecticut to a certain extent. If the ex- 
pense to be appropriated for was of a nature that 
might be dispensed with, or not, it might be proper 
to send the Message to the Committee of Ways 
and Means for their report thereon as to its expe- 
diency ; but the present was an expense that could 


not be avoided, and he did not see what the Com- | 


mittee of Ways and Means could do upon the 
subject. 

Mr. Gattarin believed the gentleman from 
Connecticut had not considered this subjeet with 
his usual correctness. That gentleman had said 


that the Message before them ought to go to the | 


Committee of Ways and Means, and that an ap- 
propriation should follow asa thing of course. It 
must be known that this was contrary to the prac- 
tice of that House, or of any former Legislature 
‘of the United States. On ‘the contrary, it was 
usual, first to anthorize an expense, and in the 
next place to appropriate; and in no case had the 
business been reversed. If the Message were 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
all they could do, would be to bring it back to the 
House, and ask for an authority for the expense. 
He believed the gentleman from Connecticut had 
been led into this mistake by considering the Mes- 


sage announcing the intention of the President to | 


hold a treaty as.a treaty made; and had that been 
the case, according to that gentleman’s known 
opinion, he would consider the House as bound to 
make the necessary appropriation ; but he desired 
him to recollect that no treaty was yet made; and, 
therefore, that that:doctrine could not apply in the 
present case. ‘The Message might, indeed, be 
referred to a select committee, that an opinion 
imight be teported whether the expense ought to 
‘be authorized; but, as the subject had already 
‘been before the House; and there was a difference 
'of opinion as to the mode of effecting the business, 
there seemed to: be but one sentiment, that some- 


thing ought to be done. He thought it best to refer 
the Message to the Committee of the Whole, 
where he supposed there would be no objection 
to the granting of a sum of money for the purpose 
in view. 

Mr. N. Smiru did not know that it wasa matter 
of much importance whether the Message was. 
| referred to the Committee of the Whole, or the 
| Committee of Ways and Means ; but he was not 
yet convinced that it ought not to go to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in preference to the 
Committee of the Whole. The gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Harper) did not know that 
there was anything that the Committee of Ways 
and Means could doin the business. He thought 
| there were many facts which it was necessary to 
inquire into ; such as, what would be the probable 
expense of the Commissioners, of convening the 
Indians, &c.—matters of fact which might be rea- 
dily ascertained by that committee, but which 
could not be determined in the Committee of the 
Whole. That this was the ordinary course of 
doing business could not be denied. The Presi- 
dent had informed the House he was about to hold 
a treaty, (whether with a foreign Power, or with 
the Indians, was of no consequence,) and that 
certain sums of money would be necessary ; and 
ihe believed no gentleman could point out an 
instance where this had been done, that the Mes- 
sage had not been referred to the Committee of 
| Ways and Means, to make an estimate of the 
| expense which would be probably incurred. But 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had said it was 
first necessary to passa law to authorize the ex- 
pense; but, if he could prove that the expense was 
already authorized, that gentleman must allow 
j that the Message ought now to go to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. Was ita fact, Mr. S. 
asked, that a law was necessary to authorize an 
| expense which the Executive saw necessary to. 
incur? He said not. The Constitution had au- 
thorized it; for the Constitution had given to the 
President the power of holding treaties. For the 
Executive, therefore, to appoint Commissioners: 
| for the holding of a treaty was a sufficient au- 
| thority for the expense, without any law. Was 

there a single treaty which had been held between 
this country and foreign nations, or between this 
country and Indian tribes, which had been previ- 
i ously authorized by law? There was not: the 
Constitution had placed this authority in the Ex- 
ecutive, without the concurrence of that House. 
To suppose the contrary, would be to suspose that 
the President had been acting without law in ap- 
i pointing Commissioners to hold a treaty. The 
truth was, however, that he had as much power 
to do what he had done, as he had power to do 
anything, and that that House had nothing to do 
but appropriate the money. 

Mr. Rutr.epes did not believe it was necessary 
or proper for that House to authorize the President 
to hold a treaty; but if it were necessary for him 
to hold a treaty, the concurrence of that House 
was necessary to enable. him‘to do it, as it could 
not be done without money. It was requisite, -` 
therefore, to pass.a bill, not-to.authorize the Pre- : 
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sident to hold a treaty, but to enable him to do it. 
It was best, therefore, for the communication first | 
to go tothe Committee of the Whole, and after- | the House to a subject which he thought worthy 
wards to the Committee of Ways and Means, in | of notice. Several of the Journals of the old Con- 
order for them to say where the money could be | gress, held under the Confederation, were now 
. got. There was something in this case which | out of print, and had become so scarce that gen- 

pointed out this mode as peculiarly proper, as there | tlemen elected to serve in Congress, and who were 


REPRINTING JOURNALS. 
Mr. Sirereaves wished to call the attention of 


seemed to be a disposition in the House, if the | 
treaty should not succeed agreeably to the wishes | 
of the President, to afford temporary relief to the 
persons now suffering from being driven from 
theirland. The gentleman from Connecticut had | 
said, that the Committee of Ways and Means | 
could report an estimate of the probable expense | 
which would be incurred in holding the treaty ; 
but if he attended to the Message of the President, 
he would find that this estimate was to be laid 
before the House by the proper department, so that 
there was no necessity of a reference to any com- 
mittee for that purpose. 

The motion for a reference to the Committee of 
the Whole was carried, without a division. 

The unfinished business of yesterday, relative 
to the Tennessee claimants, being next in order, 

Mr. W. Cratsorne moved that it be postponed 
till Monday next. Agreed to. 


WILLIAM. ALEXANDER. 


On motion of Mr. Greca, the House went into i 
a Committee of the Whole on the report of the | 
Committee of Claims on the petititon of William 
Alexander, surveyor of Army lands. After read- | 
ing a number of papers relative to the subject, the 
report, which went to authorize the Treasury to 
settle the accounts of the petitioner, was agreed to, 
the committee rose, the House concurred, and a | 
bill was directed to be brought in accordingly. 


GENERAL KOSCIUSKO. 


Mr. Pinckney, from the committee appointed 
to confer with the Senate on the disagreement 
between the two Houses on the bill for the pay- 
ment of interest to General Kosciusko, reported, 
that finding the business could be settled in a 
manner equally advantageous to the General, by 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senate, as by 
the mode originally proposed, the committee re- 
commended it to the House to recede from their 
disagreement to the Senate’s amendment. 

The recommendation was concurred in by the 
House. 

The House then took up and agreed to the Se- | 
nate’s amendment to the bill prescribing the mode | 
of taking evidence in cases of contested elections. | 


CIVIL APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1798. i 


On motion of Mr. Harper, the House resolved | 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the re- | 
port of the Committee of Ways and Means for | 
providing for the expenses of the civil depart- 
ment for the year 1798, and the blanks being 


entitled to them, were not able to obtain them. 
These volumes, he said, contained many ordi- 
naneces and resolves which were still the laws 
of the land, and copies of which ought to be 
multiplied. The same observations would apply 
to many reports of Heads of Departments and com- 
mittees, made under the present Government, the 
only copies of which were to be found in the 
Clerk’s office, or in the libraries of members. who 
had been careful in preserving them. He thought 
it of importance, therefore, that copies of these 
should be multiplied and preserved. For both 
these purposes, he proposed a resolution to the 
following effect, which was agreed to, and a com 
mittee of three appointed : : 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to con- 
sider and report upon the expediency of reprinting, at 
the public expense, such volumes of the Journals of 
Congress, under the old Confederation, and such re- 
ports of the Heads of Departments and committees 
of both Houses of Congress, as are out of print, or are 
thought to be necessary to the due understanding of 
the acts of Government.” ao 


Mr. Sitereaves said, it was of equal importance: 
to guard against this evil in future. This might 
be done by altering the present mode of keeping | 
the Journals of the House. Every member, he 
said, must now see that the Journals were, ina 
great degree, useless records, which contained no 
sort of valuable information, except to members, 
and to them only during the session ; but, for sub- 


| stantial information, they were absolutely useless, 


and not worth the expense of printing. He, there- 
fore, moved the following, which was agreed to. 

“« Resolved, That the same committee be instructed 
to consider and report upon the expediency of altering 
the form of keeping the Journals of this House.” 


Mr. S. observed, there was another subject 
worthy of some consideration, which was in some 
degree connected with these. It was this: There 


| were two Messages from the President of the 


United States relative to the ratification of the 


| amendments to the Constitution, which were now 


become a part of the Constitution, upon which no 
order had been taken. It was proper that some 
notification should be made of these amendments 
having become the law of the land. Which was 


‘the best mode of doing this, he did not know; but, 


in order that something should be done in the bu- 

siness, he moved that they be referred to a select 

committee; which was agreed to. fy 
IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT: 


Mr. Srrereaves said, he understood, from what 


filled (except in.a few cases, in which they were | he had seen in the newspapers, and from what he 
left in blank) according to the estimate which had | had heard since his return, that. considerable im- 
been laid before the House. the committee rose, | patience had been shown ina part of the: House, 
the House concurred, and ‘the bill was ordered to | in his absence, for the report of articles: of im- 
be reported accordingly. i peachment against William Blount. He suppos- 
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ed it was not necessary he should now go into a. 
statement of the reasons which had led to the de-: 
lay—though, if it were necessary, he doubted not | 
he could explain the subject to the full conviction ` 
He only rose, however, to say | 
that, in the course of two or three days, he shoul | 


of every member. 


make the report. 


Tuurspay, January 18. 


The Speaxur laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, enclosing an 
estimate of the appropriations necessary for hold- | 
ing a treaty with the Cherokee Indians, which | 


was in substance as follows: 
For three commissioners, ninety days, at 


eight dollars per day - — - - $2,160 
Incidental expenses of do. - - 360 
Secretary, at four dollars per day - 360 
Rations of two thousand Indians - - 15,000 
Presents to the Indians - - - 5,000 
Stores for the commissioners ~ - 2,000 
Incidental expenses - - - 1,200 
25.880 


This statement was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole to whom was referred the former 


Message of the Presdent on this subject. 


Mr. Tiuuinauasr called up his resolution re- 
specting a repeal of the stamp act, which was re- | 
‘ferred to the same Committee of the Whple to | 
whom was referred the report of the Committee | 


of Ways and Means on this subject. 


Mr. Sirerzaves, from the committee appoint- 
ed on the subject of W. Blount’s conspiracy, made $ 
a supplementary report, containing the deposition | 
of Abraham Holden, of New York, which seemed 
to imply that I. P. Ripley (whose evidence rela- | 
ted to what he had heard Captain Eaton say) had | 
been: supplied with money by the Spanish Minis- | 
ter, whilst he lived in New York, when he was 
He told the deponent 


in needy circumstances. 
that he had received two hundred dollars from 
him, and was to have more. 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. Finney presented the petition of Clement 


Biddle, of this city, in behalf of sundry Europeans, 
possessed of certificates of the debt of the United 
States, which were barred by the section of the 


act making provision for the public debt, which | 


he prays may be excepted from its Operation, as 


the persons holding the claims had no knowledge | 


of'the law. Referred to the Committee of the 


Whole to whom was referred the subject of con- 


sidering the propriety of excepting certain claims 
from the operation of the limitation acts. 
PERSONS IMPRISONED FOR DEBT. 


The following Message, with the papers to | 
which they refer, was received from the Presi- ` 


DENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


. Gentlemen of the Senate, and 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


A representation has been made to me, by the Judge 
of the Pennsylvania. district of the United: States, of 


The report was or- 


| year one thousand seven hundred and ninety-three, en 


certain inconveniences and disagreeable circumstances, 

which have occurred in the execution of the law passed 

on the 28th day of May, 1786, entitled “ An act for the 

relief of persons imprisoned for debt,” as well as of cer- 

tain doubts which have been raised concerning its con- 

struction ; this representation, together with a report. of 
the Attorney General on the same subject, I now trans-. 
; mit to Congress, for their consideration, that if any 

; amendments or explanations of that law may be thought 

: advisable, they may be adopted. 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Usrrep Srarzs, January 18, 1798. 


This Message, with the papers accompanying 
it, was referred to the same Committee of the 
; Whole to whom was referred the report on the 
| petition of William Bell. 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


On motion of Mr. Harper, the House resolved 
itself a Committee of the Whole on the bill pro- 
_ viding the means of intercourse between the Uni- | 
ted States and foreign nations, Mr. Denr in the 
Chair. The bill was read as follows 


Sec. 1. Be it enacted, gc., That the President of the 
United States shall be, and he hereby is, authorized to | 
; draw from the Treasury of the United States a sum 
; not exceeding $ annually, to be paid out of the 
moneys arising from the duties on imports and tonnage, 
| for the support of such persons as he shall commission 
| to serve the United States in foreign parts, and for the 
expense incident to the business in which they may be 
employed: Provided, That, exclusive of an outfit, which 
shall in no case exceed the amount of one year’s full 
salary to the Minister Plenipotentiary, or Chargé des - 
| Affaires, to whom the same may be allowed, the Presi- 
dent shall not allow to any Minister a greater sum than 
: per annum, as a compensation for all his per- 
sonal services and expenses; nor a greater sum for the 
| same than $4,500 per annum to a Chargé des Affaires; 
nor a greater sum for the same than $1,350 per annum 
_ to the Secretary of any Minister. 

Sxc. 2. That in ali cases where any sum or sums of. 
money have issued, or shall hereafter issue, from the 
| Treasury, for the purposes of intercourse or treaty, with 
| foreign nations, in pursuance of any law, the President. 
shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause the same 
to be duly settled annually with the accounting officers 
| of the Treasury, in manner following, that is to say— 
| by causing the same to be accounted for, specifically, 
: in all instances, wherein the expenditure thereof may. 
| in his judgment, be made public, and by making a ce 
: tificate or certificates of the amount of such expendi+ 
tures as he may think it advisable not to specify ; an 
! every such certificate shall be deemed a sufficient vow 
cher for the sum or sums therein expressed to hav 
been expended. a 

Sxc. 3. That for defraying the expenses of inter~ 
course between the United States and foreign nations 
during the year one thousand seven hundred and nine 
ty-eight, there be further appropriated, in addition to 
the aforesaid sum of $ , and out of any money: 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise ap 
propriated, the sum of $ 7 

Sec. 4. That the act passed on the first day of July, 
in the year one thousand seven hundred and ninety. 
| entitled “An act providing the means of intercours 
i between the United States and foreign nations,” añ 
| the act passed on the ninth day of February, in the 
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titled “An act to continue in force for a limited time, 
and amend the act, entitled ‘An act providing the 
means of intercourse between the United States and 
foreign nations, ” shall be, and they hereby are, re- 
pealed. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be and remain in force 
for and during the term of two years, and from thence 
until the end of the next session of Congress thereafter, 
and no longer. 

Mr. NicHoLas inquired with what sums the 
blanks in the bill were to be filled. 

Mr. Harrer said he proposed to fill the first 
with $40,000, and the last with $28,650. 

Mr. Nicuo.as conceived this to be a good time 
for the House to attempt to bring back the estab- 
lishment of the diplomatic corps to the footing on 
which it was settled at the commencement of the 
Government, and continued down till the year 
1796; and to prevent in future the probable in- 
crease which he apprehended from the recent ex- 
amples, he thought it necessary to take a view of 
this subject, not only from the increase of expense, 
but from a variety of other considerations. It is 
not the manner in which a Government is con- 
stituted which makes its operations easy and cer- 
tain. But the execution of the powers of the Gov- 
ernment itself is more to be considered than the 
nature of its formation; for I do believe there is a 
tendency in all Governments like ours to produce 
a union and consolidation of all its parts into the 
Executive department; and that the limitation 
and connexion of the parts with each other, as 
settled in the Constitution, would be destroyed 
by the influence I have mentioned, unless there 
is a constant operation on the part of the Legis- 
lature to resist this overwhelming power. I think 
we have the most convincing proofs that a repre- 
sentative Government can be made the most op- 
pressive and burdensome, and yet preserve all the 
forms which are given to it by a Constitution; 
and the Legislature shail appear to act upon its 
own discretion, whilst that discretion shall have 
ceased to exist. Where the Executive has an 
influence over the Legislature, and the Govern- 
ment is a representative one, the Executive is 
capable of carrying its views into effect in a man- 
ner superior to what can be accomplished even 
in the most despotic monarchy ; the mischief will 
be carried further.in the former case than in the 
latter, because the people will be more inclined 
to submit to the decisions of a Government of its 
` own choosing than to one which rules them by 

hereditary right; monarchs cannot carry their 

oppressions so far, without resistance, as republics. 
: Under this general view of the subject, he con- 
ceived it to be the duty of a Legislature to guard 
cautiously its own independence, and to limit, as 
far as consistent with the general welfare, the in- 
fluence of Executive patronage. With respect to 
our own Government, although he did not insist 
; that the evil had already taken place, he conceived 


į Constituents, as well to secure liberty as to per- 
petuate the Constitution itself, that the President, 
who had the power of making appointments, 


should be kept from extending this power beyond 


-it to be a duty they owed to themselves and their | 


what the nature and wants of the Government 
absolutely required ; and he thought, unless better 
reasons were assigned than any which had here- 
tofore been offered, that the Legislature ought to 
reduce the diplomatic establishment to what it 
had heretofore been. This arrangement, besides 
having the beneficial influence he had mentioned, 
would also tend to retrench the expenses of the 
Government, now become an article of considera- 
ble importance. 

He would, in order to elucidate his argument, 
suppose that that kind of Executive patronage he 
had mentioned had now extended its influence 
into the Legislature, and that in consequence of a 
thirst for office majorities were formed in both 
branches of Congress devoted to the views of the 
Executive, by which the Executive could hold 
on with the Legislature a regular and concurrent 
course to effect any object however hostile to the 
public good that the President might think pro- 
per to pursue; where, he asked, would be the 
check? in what branch of the Government would 
you look for it? Was it to the Senate? The ma- 
jority of that House under this supposition could 
effect no check. Will you look to the House of 
Representatives? The majority are humble ex- 
pectants of offices; here then, also, you are dis- 
appointed! Where, then, will you find anything 
capable of controlling this overbearing influence? 
lt must be in small and feeble minorities, who, by 
their opposition and attention to the interests of 
the people against arbitrary power, may rouse the 
pronte to a sense of their danger, and force the 
public sentiment to be respected; this be con- 
ceived would be the only check. But tbis 
check, he believed, could only with great difficult 
and inconvenience be brought into action, It 
would be difficult, because the people would be 
inclined to approve the proceeding of a majority 
on the fundamental principle of Republicanism ; 
because, on account of the vast extension of our 
country, the individuals of a minority could not 
be generally known, and without being known, 
their motives for opposition could not be justly 
appreciated ; nor without being known could they 
attract the attention of those who form the repre- 
sentation. 

It appears, also, to be proper to guard against 


i Executive patronage on account of the small 


numbers of the Representatives; if the offices 
are increased in only a small degree, they become 
so many additional temptations, and the chance 
of an appointment increases in a two-fold ratio 
to the increase of the number. ; we eS 
He conceived that this extension. of influence 
of one branch of the Government over another 
was strictly guarded by the Constitution, which 
was framed on the principle of checks and ba- 
lances—of departments acting and controlling 
each other; but he was sorry to-see the idea of 
patronage drawn into a closer compass than: it 
had formerly been, as it increased:the-evil.. He 
was sorry for it, because it tended to manifest a 
circumstance which had been sought. to;be con- 
cealed. Every insinuation that there was:a di- 
vision between the. Government and the people 
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had been repelled as an insidious and malignant | crease. With this view he proposed to alter the 


design; but the Administration, by acting on a | 
new principle, which he was too well assured was | 
the fact, had established the idea that there was 
a division between it and a considerable portion 
of the people. The evidence of this fact had 
been long shown, and he feared the operation of 
circumstances of this nature on the public mind. 

He said he had clear and satisfactory proof that 
no man was hereafter to be admitted into the! 
Administration, or other departments of the Gov- 
ernment, unless he was willing to sacrifice all in- 
dependent political opinions and bend at the 
shrine of Executive wisdom. He believed the 
Administration did not hesitate to make the open 
avowal, that no person should be initiated into 
the mystery of their affairs unless he would give 
a test of his belief in Executive infallibility. If 
this was the case, and he believed it was, it be- 
came another cogent reason why the Legislature 
should show itself attentive to limit a patronage 
which was to be exercised in this way, and which 
cut off from the Administration at one stroke all | 
those who did not join in their confession of faith; 
but this reason was strengthened when we draw 
into our view the appointments that have been 
made of foreign Ministers taken out of the Legis- 
lative body itself. It does present a most formi- 
dable aspect to the liberties of this country, when 
we see the most lucrative offices, the most tempt- 
ing and most honorable—offices with the great- 
est attraction—filled by draughts from the Legisla- 
tive body, and there, too, of one particular class, 
and that class the believers of the new doctrine, 
a thing entirely unknown to the principles upon i 
which the Constitution is formed; he repeated | 
that it was a subject of alarm, and ought to ex- | 
cite attention, that the diplomatic corps was filled | 
by draughts from Congress. 

He gave it as his opinion on our foreign inter- 
course, that the United States would þe benefited 
by having no Ministers at all. He did not think 
that we could be benefited by any sort of com- 
pact these foreign agents could form for us, for 
we only bound ourselves by any treaty we en- 
tered into, as we are totally incapable of enforcing 
the execution of the stipulations made by other 
nations by any offensive measures. It might be 
thought necessary to make commercial arrange- | 
ments with some European Powers; but, he 
asked, if they had the force to make a foreign 
country conform to its engagements? No gentle- 
man would: say that they had; therefore such 
regulations only tended to entangle ourselves, | 
without rendering commerce any efficient aid. 
He would, therefore, leave our commerce to seek 
its own markets totally disembarrassed. All the 
protection we could furnish it with, consisted in | 
officers of another grade than those mentioned in 
this: bill: Consuls who should reside in the sea- 
ports, and not Ministers Plenipotentiary residing | 
in the interior. - - | 

He did not intend by the motion he was about | 
to make, that the whole diplomatic establishment | 
should ‘be destroyed’ at this~ time, but merely to 
reduce it to-what it had been. before the late in- 


bill so as to direct that there should be appro- 
priated $9,000 for a Minister Plenipotentiary at 
London, and $9,000 more for another near the 
French Republic, and that the President be left 
at liberty to reduce the Ministers Plenipotentiary 
at Berlin, Madrid, and Lisbon, to Ministers resi- 
dent, which would diminish their salaries one- 
half—a resident Minister being of a lower grade 
has only $4,500 per annum.) He then went into 

a detail of the proceedingsf the first Congress, 

in order to show that it was admitted on all sides 
by that body, that the Constitution vested ‘the 
power of specifying and limiting the salaries of 
foreign Ministers and Consuls; he read the 
speeches of Mr. Lawrence, Mr. Superman, Mr. 
W. Smitu of South Carolina, Mr. Sepewicx, Mr. 
Hountineton, and several others, from the Con- 
gressional Register, by which it appeared, that 
there was but one opinion on their powers under 
the Constitution; and showed from hence, that 
the only reason why the House did not undertake 

to enumerate and fix the salaries of foreign Minis- 
ters in detail, arose merely from the want of in- 
formation as to the places where they should be 
fixed, and the sum necessary to cover their ex- `; 
penses. As his construction corresponded with 
that of the gentlemen who fixed the principles 
upon which the Government was put in motion, 
he was encouraged to expect his motion would 
succeed, seeing that the House had now had suffi- 
cient experience to enable them to say what were 
the regulations proper to he made. 

He also showed that he was supported in his 
construction by the President himself in his late. 
application to extend the appropriation to cover 
the appointment to Berlin, which would not have 
been requisite had the House not possessed a dis- 
cretionary power on the subject. He concluded 
by professing it to be his intention to let the ap- 
propriation continue to the Ministers at Berlin, 
Spain, and Portugal, until they had either com- 
pleted the business in hand, or till the President 
had given them notice that the Legislature did: 
not mean to support them in the manner they had: 
heretofore been maintained. He deemed it pro- 
per to curtail the expenses of this department as 
soon as possible, but not sooner than convenient, 
He commented upon the necessity of having 
Minister Plenipotentiary at Berlin, by saying wi 
had little or no commercial intercourse with that 
nation, and if the Executive had sent one there 
on such pretence, it would perhaps become soon 
necessary to send Ministers Plenipotentiary to two 
or three other northern Courts, though we have 
but a very inconsiderable commerce with them; 
yet, inconsiderable as it was,it was more than w 
had with Prussia. If the House were to retren 
at this time it would manifest their intention t 
resist any further demands, and put an end to å 
growing evil. 

Mr. Harper supposed it would be remembere 
by all those gentlemen who had attended to thé 
business of Congress for several years past, thi 
the doctrine of the gentleman from Virginia 
by no means new. The subject of foreign inte: 
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course was never taken up, without that. gentle- 
man, or sonie other who agreed with him in sen- 
timent, advancing these opinions; they never 
failed to speak of the danger to be apprehended 
from Executive influence, from its power to ap- 
point foreign Ministers; that foreign intercourse 
was unnecessary; that our public affairs abroad 
were not to be attended to, and that commerce 
ought to be given up, or left to shift for itself. 
Nor was this a doctrine confined to this country, 
or this age. Whenever a set of gentlemen in 
any country found their views opposed by the 
measures of Government, they became vexed, 
and attributed the proceedings of those who dif- 
fered from them in opinion to any motive rather 
than the public good. The desire of Executive 
favor, or Executive offices, was an usual charge, 
and it was at this day well understood. It would 
also be remembered, that whenever the subject 
of foreign intercourse had been discussed, though 
these objections had been constantly made to it, 
they had been as constantly disregarded by the 
Congress of the United States. The good sense 
-of the country had weighed these objections in 
the balance, and declared them wanting; and he 
trusted the same fate would now meet them as 
‘heretofore. 

That the House might judge more accurately 
on this subject, he would advert to the course 
heretofore taken. But, before he did this, he 
would observe, that the motion of the gentleman, 
instead of bringing the business back to the state 
in which it stood in the year 1790, would be a 
direct innovation upon that institution, and, ac- 
cording to his doctrine, the best way of correcting 
change would be to introduce it; for the present 
bill was a copy of the original act, which had 
been acted upon from the year 1790 to the present 
time. But, instead of leaving the business as 
placed by Congress at that time, the gentleman 
from Virginia wished it changed. Why was this 
to be done? Because it was found that the 
President, after seven years’ experience, had found 
no necessity of making any difference in the 
allowance to Ministers at different Courts, and 
therefore the House ought to make the change. 
This was reasoning from effects to causes with a 
witness to it. No contradiction was more palpa- 
ble. But it was said, there was danger from the 
Executive influence—danger of legislators being 
bribed by the hopes or promises of foreign ap- 
pointments. 

These objections had been urged on former oc- 
casions. When the appropriation was made for 
a Minister to Berlin, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia then made a stand,as he terms it. He 
‘then told the House the appointment was uneces- 
sary; but, notwithstanding, the money was appro- 
priated. 

The House was not afraid of Executive influ- 
ence. If this appointment had been improper, 
that was the proper time to have prevented the 
extension of our foreign intercourse; but, after a 
` fall discussion, the extension was deemed proper. 
What versatility—what foolishness—what child- 
ish: capriciousness, would it appear, if, in a few 


months after the solemn sanction of the House 
was given to it, it was to be withdrawn, and that 
without any additional light on the subject. He 
trusted that the House would not be induced, 
from the unfounded suspicions of any gentleman, 
thus to act. 

` In aid of the $40,000 per annum, originally 
granted for this purpose, Mr. H. said, various sup- 
plementary appropriations had been made. First, 
asum of $20,000, then a sum of $23,000, and, in 
March last, 17,000, and, in addition to this, $14,- 
000 for a particular appointment. The House 
had, therefore, not only deemed it expedient to 
continue the original act, but to make additional 
appropriations from year to year. He thought 
the good sense of the country had never been 
more firmly shown than on this subject. But 
nowa new course was to be taken, and all for- 
mer proceedings declared to have been wrong. 
But it was said this country had no need of for- 
eign Ministers, and that commerce might be left 
to itself. He did not believe the House would 
think so. Did not the United States trade with 
all the nations of the earth? How, then, were it 
possible to do without aceredited agents to attend 
to our concerns in foreign countries? Were we 
to give up our commerce? There were gentle- 
men, he knew, who would answer, Yes. They. 
would tell the House, commerce was a-bad thing, 
and that it rather ought to be outlawed, than pro- 
tected. But was this the sense of the country? 
Was it the sense of that House? Would they: dis- 
card the property of that class of citizens who de- 
pended upon it, for their support and their wealth? 
Or would they be ready to forfeit the revenue 
arising from it? Mr. H. said he had often heard 
of the dangerous nature of foreign intercourse; 
but it was the discovery of a few men who be- 
lieved that everything which had been done by 
this Government had been radically wrong. He 
trusted, however, the House would adhere to what 
it had so frequently sanctioned, and that the pro- 
posed amendment would not be agreed to. 

Mr. Auen said, that by the bill before the 
committee they were brought to consider what 
provision should be made for the Ministers of the 
United States abroad. He wished the gentle- 
man from Virginia had produced facts to the 
committee which, by being considered, might 
have been acted upon; and when he had proposed 
to have Ministers Plenipotentiary at two Courts 
only, it would have been well if he had shown 
why there should be Ministers of that description 
there, and not at other Courts; or why we should 
have any Ministers abroad at all; but after. lis- 
tening to him with attention, he had been able to 
hear nothing from him but gerferal declamation. 
What he intended for arguments, he thought 
illy applied to a Government like this. He had 
strongly warned the House against Executive 
patronage. He spoke of th different..depart- 
ments of Government as. distiuct bodies, having 
different interests; as if the Executive was form- - 
ing a patronage against which it was important 
for that House to guard. He thought language 
of this kind very improper.’ He believed it might 
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have a bad effect out of doors, when the people 
heard of the Executive being thus charged. In- 
stead of making these charges, he wished the 
gentleman had said, “ Come now, and let us rea- 
son together.” This would have been preferable 
to calling of hard names, to speaking of the lust 
of dominion and of patronage; as if one branch 
of the Government was in danger of being swal- 
lowed up by the other. The gentleman had 
declared that republican Governments might 
become more burdensome and corrupt than any 
other, as if the people of the United States were 
to be informed that this Government was pro- 
gressing towards that point—towards a point 
which would bear it down! This language struck 
him the more, as he doubted not it would be faith- 
fully reported. A combination of all the branches 
of Government was spoken of, against which 

_ there was no security but in feeble minorities. 
Did the gentleman mean to insinuate that majori- 
ties in republican Governments were not to be 
trusted, but that all virtue was in minorities—the 
enlightened few, who were to be the guides of 
the people ? 

Mr. A. said, the gentleman from Virginia had 
told the House that Executive patronage was ex- 
clusively confined to those who came up to the 
standard of Executive infallibility. This asser- 
tion was to spread over the United States asa 
fact. But were any proofs offered to support these 
charges? No. Yet these charges would go out 
to the world, and would tend to weaken the con- 
fidence of the people in the Government, and they 
would of course conclude, that such a Govern- 
ment ought not to be supported, but demolished. 
Was there any peculiar propriety, he asked, in in- 
troducing language of this kind at this juncture, 
when they were every moment in expectation of 
hearing news that might be very disagreeable, and 
require a union of every citizen in the country ? 


Was this a time to say that Government was not | 


to be trusted? He could have wished, instead of 
making these charges, the gentleman had reason- 
ed upon the subject, that such measures. might 
have been taken as true wisdom and love of coun- 
try should have dictated. 
spoke of Government departing from the princi- 

les upon which it was instituted, who that be- 
ieved this, would respect it? But he had himself 
even heard native Americans who had not been 
poisoned by any foreign influence whatever, de- 
clare that such a Government as ours could not 
stand, that it must be overthrown. He believed 
that these opinions were produced by such decla- 
rations as those that they had heard to-day, and 
such as if “this law be passed, it will not be carried 
into effect by the*courts of the States,” which was 
language used on aformer occasion. 

Mr. A. concluded by saying, the committee were 
told that our foreign intercourse ought not to'be 
continued. He confessed that this country had 
reason to wish that foreign intercourse, so far as 
it related to importing intriguing foreigners, had 
long ago ceased. He believed there were persons 
within that House who thought the Government 
ought to be overset; and that it could not and 


But when gentlemen | 


| thought the gentleman from South Carolina (M 


ought not to be supported, and who believed that 
the most effectual way of destroying it was to 
destroy the confidence of the people in the indi- 
viduals who administer it. He wished the House 
to assume the true American character. ` 
Mr. Nrcnoras assured the gentleman just sat 
down, that he might say what he pleased of him, 
he was at liberty to proclaim him in what charac- 
ter it pleased; it would not affect him in the least. 
With respect to the charge he brought against 
him for insinyating, without authority, that a 
preference was given by the Executive to persons 
professing certain opinions, he did not make the 
charge without authority. It was the avowed 
declaration of men who considered themselves as 
guides of the President, that this was the case. 
He acknowledged it was to be lamented that, ata 
time when it might be necessary to join in a com- 
mon cause, that such sentiments should be declar- 
ed; but ifgentlemen will divide the country into 
parties, it was a business of their own and not his. 
What he said was true. 
Mr. Galatin believed that there was a num- 
ber of people in the United States—people other- 
wise enlightened, and who, upon all common sub- 
jects, possessed sound understandings—who were 
fully convinced that there was a faction existing. 
within the United States, and even within the 
walls of that House, who wished to demolish the 
Government; and he further believed that this. 
opinion was supported by such declarations as 
had been made by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut. He should be sorry that such a belief should 
be considered as dangerous to the safety of the 
community. Nor could he consider the determi- 
nation of the Executive to employ only such per- 
sonsas are of the same political opinions with 
| themselves, as of such a nature as to produce fatal 
| consequences, and that Government, on that ac- 
| count, was unworthy of confidence. He believed: 
that such a line of conduct must flow from th 
| present state of parties in America, divided as the 
| people were upon many important occasions. To 
say, therefore, that the Executive employed pe 
sons of consonant political opinions to its ow 
was not to say the Government did not desery: 
confidence. But if the committee turned the 
attention to the amendment proposed, it onl 
went to declare that Ministers to London an 
Paris should not have a salary of more that 
$9,000 a year; and that Ministers to other parts: 
of Europe should not have more than $4,500. In 
| support of this amendment, it was said that th 
| was the ground upon which this Government first 
| fixed the business of foreign intercourse. He be: 
| lieved this statement correct. Until the year 
: 1796, there was no Minister Plenipotentiary ex 
| cept at Paris and London ; at other places ther 
were no higher grades than Ministers Residen 
i Hence the committee might be led to argue th 
| propriety of bringing back our foreign political, 
intercourse to-what it was before that period. Hë 
said foreign political intercourse; because H 


Harper) had blended two subjects together, viz 
| foreign commercial intercourse. and foreign p 
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tieal intercourse. He did not believe it was the | 
opinion of any gentleman in that House that com- | 
merce ought to be left to shift for itself, unattend- | 
‘ed to. He believed it was well understood that | 
our commerce in foreign countries was attended | 
to by our Consuls, and not by our Ministers Pleni- į 
; ema aes f 
potentiary ; and Consuls would exist, if we had | 
no Ministers at all. Therefore, all that gentle- | 
man’s arguments, which tended to show that the | 
amendment would affect our commercial inter- ; 
course, had no foundation whatever. 
Returning to the question of foreign political | 
intercourse: Was it proper to bring it back to} 
what it was eighteen months ago? And, before, 
he proceeded further, he would observe that, } 
though the gentleman from South Carolina had | 
been tolerably correct in his statement of the bu- 
siness, he was mistaken in one point, in which he 
would set him right. He had stated that the first 
additional appropriation was $20,000; but this 
sum was not appropriated for foreign intercourse, 
but for defraying the expense of the suits of our | 
merchants in London. On the first of January, 
1796, there remained a balance of unexpended ap- 
propriation for this object, of $30,000. To that 
day no extraordinary appropriation had been 
made ; the whole allowance was $40,000 a year, 
which was found to be more than sufficient. On 
the 28th of May, 1796, an estimate was sent by 
the President of the United States, stating the 
sums already appropriated for foreign intercourse, 
_and that $23,500 were yet wanting, in order to} 
-change the establishment, which had till that day 
existed, by sending Ministers Plenipotentiary to 
Madrid and Lisbon, instead of Ministers Resident. 
This estimate, he just stated, was received on the 
: 28th of May, and the law received the signature | 
ofthe President on the first of Junc, so that it 
could not have received a very full discussion 
(being passed just as the session was about to 
- close) and he thought there was good reason for 
examining the thing again. The next appropria- | 
tion was made in the second session of the fourth | 
< Congress. In that session, he allowed, the addi- 
ional appropriation was passed after full discus- ! 
ion. It was made upon an estimate stating 
$17,900 wanted; and, during last session, an ap-| 
ropriation was made for a Minister to Berlin, of | 
$13,500. 
-The committee had been told that it would | 
-evince great versatility if they were all at once to } 
change what had already been done. But it must | 
be recollected, that when the change in the sys- ! 
tem was first made, it underwent little discussion ; | 
nd he would venture to say, that our business | 
abroad was as well done from the year 1786 to 
1796, as it had been done since. As the question | 
Was whether a larger or a smaller sum of money | 
should be appropriated, he would call upon gen- | 
lemen in favor of the larger sum, to show what | 
enefit was derived from Madrid and Lisbon by ! 
he change; what necessity there was for a Min- | 


more than the other Courts? This was done at 
first, and the mover, he supposed, wished not to 
innovate upon the law as originally passed. 

But they were told it was improper, upon this 
floor, to say anything about patronage, and that 
all arguments of that kind are well understood, 
and are by no means novel in their nature; that 
such complaints are made under all forms of Gov- 
ernment by discontented people out of office. To 
say that these complaints are well understood, was 
the same as to say that the ground upon which 
they complained was also well understood : it was 
to acknowledge, that persons who were in the 
favor of the Executive had some advantages which 
persons in the other party desired or envied. To 
admit of one position, was to admit of the other. 
But, if no particular advantage was to be derived 
from Governmental patronage, then the cause of 
jealousy, according to this doctrine, must cease. 

But it was said, it would be weak and foolish 
to change what had been already established in: 
respect to foreign Ministers. But had nothing, 
he asked, taken place since the House sanctioned 
the principle, which had a tendency to bring the 
effects which might be produced by patronage to 
a closer view? Had gentlemen forgotten that a 
member, the most active upon that floor, espe- 
cially in all financial business, came (if not with’ 
a commission in his pocket, at least with the full 
prospect of it) to support the estimate out of which 
his salary and outfit were to be paid? He would 
ask, when such a fact was seen to take place, whe- 
ther it might not be believed that such an influ- 
ence as had been spoken of might not exist? Mr. 
G. wished it not to be supposed that he meant to 
make a personal attack upon any one; he only 
meant to infer that persons in such a situation 
were liable to be improperly influenced. He would 
not pretend to say that the evil was of great mag- 
nitude ; he believed not. He believed, upon the 
whole, our Government was in a great degree 
pure. Patronage was not very extensive, nor had 
itany material effect upon the Legislature, or any 
other part of the Government; yet, he should 
suppose our Government to be liable to abuse in 
this way, By the nature of the Government, the 
different powers were divided. The power of giv- 
ing offices was placed in the Executive—an influ- 


: ence which neither of the other branches possessed ; 


and if too large grants of money were made, it“ 
might give to that power an improper weight. 
Our Government, he said, was in its childhood; 
and if this patronage had any existence, it could 
not of course be as yet alarming. But he desired 
gentiemen to look at all Governments where this 


! power was placed in the Executive, and see if the’ 


greatest evil of the Government was not the ex- 
cessive influence of that department. Did not this 
corruption exist in the Government which. was 
constituted most similarly to ours, tọ such a degree 
as to have become a part of the system itself, and 
without which, it is said, the Government could 


ster at Berlin, and what good was to be derived | not goon? Was it not, therefore, prudent to keep 
trom giving a larger salary than $4500. The | a watchful eye in this respect? He did not, how- 
“gentleman from: Connecticut had said, why send | ever, speak against the power itself; it was neces- 
a Minister Plenipotentiary to London or Paris,any | sary to be placed somewhere. The Constitution 
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had placed it in the Executive. Ifthe same power | 
had been placed in the Legislature, he believed 
they would have been more corrupt than the Ex- 
ecutive. He thought, therefore, the trust. was 
wisely placed in the Executive; and though it 
was right to keep grants of money within proper | 
bounds, in order to prevent the abuse of power, 
yet it was proper to grant all that was necessary. 
Mr. G. concluded, by saying, that if he thought 
it was proper that our political intercourse should 
be extended, he should not support the amend- 
ment; but as the conviction was strong upon his 
mind that our foreign political intercourse had at i 
least been as expensive as it ought to be; that it | 
Was owing, in a great degree, to our political inter- 
course with foreign nations, that our present crit- 
ical situation was produced; that this intercourse 
produced more evil than good tous; that he wished 
to bring the business back to the state in which it 
stood in 1796. If the wisdom of future Legisla- 
tures shall think proper to abolish. the establish- 
ment of foreign political intercourse altogether, it 
must be left to them todecide. He himself thought 
it would be going too far to do so at present. He 
believed, situated as we were, it was necessary to | 
have some political intercourse ; but he believed it 
would be best, by degrees, to decline it altogether, 
In answer to the gentleman from Connecticut, 
with respect to majorities being always right, he 
said he himself was sometimes in a majority, and 
sometimes in a minority ; and at the time he was 
speaking, he did not know in which he might be; 
but it might be, though he were ina minority, 
and must 
he might 
correct. 
Mr. SireReaves said it was much to be regret- 
ted, that when gentlemen thought it necessary to | 
introduce their opinions to the consideration of 
the House, they should suppose themselves justi- 
fied in taking a latitude remotely and unnecessa- 
rily connected with the subject under considera- 
tion. These sort of remarks could not be permitted 
to go without reply; and, in consequence, the 
debates of the Legislature appeared as if they were 
intended more to influence the public mind than 
the minds of gentlemen in that House on the de- 
cision of the question before them. He did not 
think the observations without their application 
on the present occasion. If the gentleman who 
made.the motion before the committee had con- 
fined himself to the proposition of the propriety 
of appointing Ministers Plenpotentiary to certain 
Courts, it would have been decided by this time; 
but he had thought proper to go into a declamation 
on the fatal effects of Executive patronage, and 
of the particular uses made of it in this Govern- 
ment... He asked if any gentleman could dispas- 
sionately say that this had any connexion with 
the subject before the committee. If the gentle- 
man’s observations were taken in their broadest 
extent, they went to say that the patronage of the 
Executive was dangerous to the liberties of the 
people of this country. they went.to defeat and 
dishonor a power. created. by the Constitution of 
the country. If the gentleman meant anything, 


of course be bound by the majority, that | 
be convinced that his opinion had been | 


; of patronage were necessary. No man was dis-.. 


| would doubtless have its effect in future. 


therefore, (and he supposed he had some meaning 
in what he said,) he could mean no more than 
this, that it was improper in the Executive to. 
appoint improper persons to public offices in the 
Government. This proposition was self-evident, 
and there could be no disagreement upon it, and - 
no general observations on the ruinous effect 


posed to say, that if the Executive power were 
unlimited, it might not be abused, and all knew. , 
that it was wrong to appoint improper persons to. 
public offices; but the true application of the ar- 
gument used on this occasion appeared to be, that. 
the appointments made by the Executive were 
made with the single view of increasing Executive 
influence, and that, consequently, the motives of 
the Executive were impure. This position had, 
not, most assuredly, been supported by the intro- 
duction of any fact; but the declamation was as 
broad, and as little specific, as the charge itself, 
It had also been observed, that it had become an. 
avowed principle in the Government to excludi 
from public offices all those who were of a differ- 
ent opinion from the Executive. 


be his opinion, that wherever the administrators o 
the Government had deviated from a rule of thi 
kind, they had done so to their sorrow and to thei 
loss; and the experience of Government in thi 
respect had produced a sad and awful lesson, whic 


But, was it for that House to inquire into these 
things? He believed not. The Constitution an 
laws of the country had made certain offices ne 
cessary, and left it to the Executive to fill them a: 
he pleased ; and was it for that House to attemp 
to control this discretion? If it were executed t 
the injury of the people, the Constitution had 
pointed out the remedy to be by impeachment 
But where was the crime, the offence, or the i 
propriety, of the conduct ascribed to the Exec 
tive, if it had been adopted? Would gentlemen 
say that the Executive ought to appoint persons. 
to office who professed an opinion contrary to 
own? Did gentlemen suppose that there was 
such a want of integrity in this department o 
Government, that it adopted a political opinio 
which it did not believe to be right? And, if 
were believed to act from principle, would it. be 
prudent or right to admit to a participation in the 
execution of the important duties of Government 
persons whose sentiments were not in unison 
with those of the Executive, and who could only 
create discord and confusion, where nothing b 
harmony and union ought to prevail? If t 
Executive acted upon just principles, it would e 
deavor to give singleness of design to its op 
tions, and it could only do this by admitting pe 
sons into the Government who thought with it. 
This would be a right, prudent, and honorable 
conduct; and where it had been deviated fro 
(as he had before observed) Government had 
ceived an awful lesson for its future conduct. : 

But why deviate into this wide field of spe 
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lation? The single question before the commit- 
.tee was, whether an appropriation should be made 
in support of our present diplomatic establish- 
ment. In arguing on this question, gentlemen set 
out with saying that at the origin of this Govern- 
ment acertain diplomatic establishment was neces- 
sary and that there had been no occasion to change 
it; and, if it had been changed, it was now the 
time to correct it; and they called upon gentle- 
men to show what necessity there had been for the 
change. To that call it was sufficient to answer, 
and it was an answer which must be given, that 
they did not know. They had no means of know- 
ing; the Constitution had not placed those means 
in their hands. For whatever control that House 
might assume to itself over the Executive, it 
must be admitted that a right judgment on this 
subject could not be formed by them, as the infor- 
mation necessary to this judgment was not upon 
the files of that House. All the diplomatic agents 
corresponded with the Executive alone, and that 
branch of Government only could form a correct 
judgment upon diplomatic agencies. Suppose 
they were, in their turn, 
was not the present establishment necessary ? 


Were they prepared to give a well-grounded opin- | 


ion on the subject? He believed they could not. 
And the burden of proof lay upon them, because 
they were endeavoring to destroy an existing es- 
tablishment without knowing the reasons which 
had induced the change. 


It had been said by his colleague that the power | 


“of appointing officers vested in the Executive was 
liable to abuse, and he had referred to the late ap- 
pointment of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
whilst a member of that House, as a proof it. Mr. 
S. asked if there was anything in the Constitu- 
tion which forbade the President from appointing 
members of the Legislature to Executive offices? 
and, on the contrary, if it had not been the con- 
stant practice todo so? If the Constitutionality 
of the practice could not be called in question, the 
abuse of its execution could only be blamed. In 
the particular instance alluded to, his colleague 
had not supposed the Executive had been actuated 
by any improper motives in the appointment, but 
only that the fact showed the power was liable 
to be abused. Unquestionably this and every other 
power might be abused, but if the power was 
Constitutionally used, it could not be found fault 
With except it were abused. Where could the 


Executive look for fit persons. to fill diplomatic | 


offices, if he were not to choose them from the 
legislators, whose situation evinced that they 
possessed the confidence of their constituents, and 
<in which they had had an opportunity of showing 
that they possessed abilities for such an appointment, 
-Such as would do honor to themselves, and such 
as were calculated to procure advantages for their 
„country? 

The question whether that House had the pow- 
r to interfere with the Executive authority, by 
‘withholding appropriations, had been fully dis- 
‘Cussed in a former Congress, and the opinion of 
; the: country was not now to be fixed on this sub- 
Jeet.. For that part of the House who thought the 


to ask gentlemen why | 


Constitution had not vested them with the au- 
thority of controlling the Executive, it was suffi- 
| cient to say that the Executive had thought itne- 
| essary to Introduce the change in the diplomatic 
department, which was complained of, and that 
i they felt themselves bound to ‘carry his determi- 
| nation into effect; but those who think that the 
House of Representatives may control the Exec- 
utivein this respect, will of course act accordingly. 
Mr. Batpwiw said he perceived there was a real 
difference of opinion between the gentleman last 
‘up and himself. The gentleman supposed the 
| diplomatic establishment was fixed by the Exec- 
| utive, and the Legislature had nothing to do with 
| it but to provide the money. Every person must 
see, even from a cursory view of the Constitu- 
i tion, that this was designed to be a Government 
of departments, Legislative, Executive, and Judi- 
cial, to be kept distinct as far as possible. It was 
the business of the Legislature to establish offices 
by law: it was the business of the Executive to 
fill those offices. It would appear, from tracing 
back the law, now proposed to be continued, that 
it originated in this manner. He had not been 
notified of the subject as being likely to be called 
up to-day, and was not prepared to be as particu- 
lar as he could wish as to facts. He had endea- 
vored to refresh his recollection since it had been 
under discussion, and he found that it originated 
from the Speech of the President at the opening 
of the second session of the first Congress, in 
which he said, “that the interests of the United 
States required that our intercourse with other 
nations should be facilitated by such provisions as 
will enable me to fulfil my duty in that respect; 
and to this end, that the compensations to be made 


| to the persons who may be employed; should, ac- 


cording to the nature of their appointments, be 
defined by law.” This part of the Speech was re- 
ferred to a committee, and from that originated 
this law. Want of information, at that early time 
in the Government, prevented their being as par- 


i ticular as they wished. They fixed a sum to each 


grade, and a sum beyond which the whole 
amount should not extend ; limited the law to a 
short period, that it might be open to be corrected 
by experience. The present motion, if he had 


| understood it, proposed now to be a little’ more 


particular in the establishment, by fixing the sum 


| for particular places—to do the very thing then 


The same has 
y succeeding 
y they con- 


recommended by the President. 
always been the intention of ever 
Congress, which was the reason w 


| tinued it only for short periods, leaving it open 
i to such amendments as should be suggested by 
j experience. These ideas of the officés being first 


to be established by law, appeared not only to be- 
the sense of the former President and of each sūc- 
ceeding Congress, as he had stated, but -appeared 


also to be the opinion of the present President. 
At the last session he thought thata higher grade 
of office was‘necessary at Algiers: this he stated 
in a Message to Congress—that as. there, were. 
great expenditures of money on- that coast, he 
thought it necessary that an establishment should 
be. made which would: enable him to- appoint..a 
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very confidential person, on whom the other offi- 
cers there should be dependent, and who should 
control their proceedings and expenditures. Con- 
gress concurred in this opinion, passed a law for 
the establishment of the office, and then the Ex- 
ecutive appointed the officer. For these reasons 
he considered the question within their proper 
powers, and fairly open to their deliberation. 

He was always sorry to hear of the hostility 
of the departments of the Government, and of 
how much harm they could do if they were hos- 
tile to each other. They are designed, and have 
every inducement to cultivate harmony, and not 
hostility ; 
powers, they control each other; there can be no 
great danger of excessive patronage in appoint- 
ments to office, if the office must be first estab- 
lished by law. If he had not misunderstood the 
gentleman last up, he had expressed some belief 


and approbation of the Executive's having a po- 


litical system as to legislation, and rewarding and 


punishing friends and enemies of that political | 


system. To be sure it was by the Constitution 
made the duty of the President to lay informa- 
tion before the Legislature and to recommend 
measures. When he has done this, he has done 


his duty; but to conceive that there is a general į 


system of legislation always existing in the Ex- 
ecutive, which is to be regarded as a standard ; 
orthat the Executive and Judiciary Departments 
of the Government are to be considered as floating 
round on the small and frequently casual majori- 
ties and minorities which will for ever take place 
in representative Legislatures, was sapping the 
very principles and foundation of a Government 
of departments like ours. If a law happened to 
be made by the wrong side, it would have had 
buta bad chance with the Executive or at the 
seat of judgment. - There were old Republics in 
this country. He"believed their Executives or 
Judiciaries had rarely taken part, or been carried 
round on the thousand storms with which they 
had been agitated. He could not persuade him- 
self that he had understood the gentleman as ex- 
pressing an approbation of it, as he thought it was 
stated by him. [Mr. Srrereaves said he had cer- 
tainly been misunderstood.] Mr. BALDWIN said he 
therefore considered the question a fair one, and 
a question which was always expected to be made 
at the different times when this act has been con- 
tinued by short limitations; it was even an old 


question, and always considered a very important j 


one, before the present Government was formed. 
At the close of the Revolutionary war, the dis- 
position of forming many treaties, and having ex- 
tensive diplomatic connexions with European 
Powers, was carried even further than it has been 
since.” Tt was among their first national acts, and 
discovered marks of youth and inexperience; a 
few years convinced them that they had gone 
too far, that this country had little to expect from 
treaties and much to lose, and that many diplo- 
matic connexions were more frequently the cause 
of perplexity and embarrassment, than of any na- 
tional. advantage. The Congress under the arti= 
cles of Confederation were extricating themselves 


and, in the harmonious exercise of their. 


from that policy as fast as possible; as these ex- 
| pired in course, they were careful not to renew ` 
‘them. For several of the last years of that Con- 
i gress he well recollected that clusters of candi- 
| dates for these appointments, supported by pow- 
í erful interests and connexions, were uniform] 
resisted; and, if he mistook not, when this Goy- 
‘ernment came into operation, this country had 
| but one Minister in Europe. The conviction on 
i this subject was so strong, and experience had so 
| fully settled it as the true policy, that it remained 
;immoveable for some time after organizing the 
| present Government. All appropriations for for- 
| eign Ministers were refused at the first session, as 
| far ashe recollected. At the second session it was 
| urged, in the Speech of the President, as before 
| stated, and enforced by more particular explana- 
| tions to individuals, as designed to be for tempo- 
i rary purposes, respecting the Northern forts and 
the property that was withheld. Under these 
| explanations a law passed, as before explained. 
| It was true this policy had been of late, in some 
| measure, departed from. He thought experience 
had already been useful to them in this course 
| also, and ought to administer caution to them in 
| seeking to intermingle in European politics. Am- 
bassadors and Ministers cannot be entirely indif- 
| ferent to the characters and events with which 
| they are constantly surrounded; the share they 
jtake is very apt to be exchanged between the 
| countries to which they belong. He did not wish 
| to be too particular on that point; he was persua- 
| ded facts enough presented themselves to the re- 
collection of every member to confirm his re- 
i mark. It might be said that on this also we have 
jan awful lesson. If evil had been experienced 
| from this cause, he hoped it would operate asa’ 
| reason to endeavor to diminish it. He thought it 
| not unreasonable for the House to interpose their 
| restraining , power as to granting money, and the 
i more particular establishment of the oflicers, and 
thus aid the other departments of the Government 
in bringing back, by degrees, this part of our po- 
licy to its former principles, so well sanctioned by 
experience. Whether the present motion was 
well timed, or whether it was best to give it 
another short limitation before we went into a 
| definite establishment, was another question, on 
which he was willing to hear more remarks. In- 
formed as he was at present, he should vote for’ 
the motion, and thought they might make some 
amendments to the former bill, already suggested 
by experience, and which would be useful. 

he committee rose, and had leave tosit again. 


Fauipay, January 19. 


Mr. D. Fosrer reported a bill for the relief of f 
William Alexander, which was twice read, and.: 
| committed for Monday. 

FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill providing the 
means of foreign intercourse, when 

Mr. Pinckney rose. He understood the amend. 
ment was intended tò confine our Ministers Plen- 
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ipotentiary to London and Paris, and that no 
higher grade than Ministers Resident should be 
employed in any other country. He was opposed 
to this change at this time, and to the mode pro- 
posed of doing the business, if the time were 
seasonable. It was proper that at this juncture 
our Ministers should remain as they were, as it 
was prudent to derive all the influence and ad- 
vantage we could from the situation of our agents 
in Europe, who would not only be enabled to 
communicate more correct information from 
thence, than could be derived from any other 
source, but who could also explain the motives 
and objects of this Government, and by that means 
remove any unfavorable impressions which may 
be attempted to be given with respect to this 
country ; and thereby put our business in the best 
train for securing the neutral standing which we 
have taken. He wasagainst it for another reason. 
To change the diplomatic intercourse in the way 
proposed, would be forcing upon the Executive a 
measure contrary to its wishes. It would also 
be affording testimony to the charge: heretofore 
made, that there wasa division in the Government 
and in the people—a situation in which many 
wished to see us. He should be sorry to afford 
the appearance of one department of Government 
having forced upon another a change of measures 
of which they are the competent judges, and upon 
which they have acted. As it was well known 
that there was a very intimate connexion between 
Spain and Holland, and the country with whom 
we have at present a misunderstanding, he should 
be unwilling to deprive this country of the advan- 
tages to be derived from having Ministers at those 
places; besides, if our Ministers were to be re- 
called from thence, it would be considered as an 
extraordinary proceeding ; and might be construed 
as intended to be hostile to them. Whatever in- 
fluence Spain or Holland may have in the coun- 
cils of the country which he had alluded to, by 
continuing our Ministers there, it was probable 
that weight would operate in our favor. There 
_ was an additional reason with respect to Spain. 
It was well known that we had points yet to set- 
tle with that country. Our treaty with that Power 
was not yet carried into effect, and negotiations 
might at this time be going on in relation to it, 
which might be frustrated by the recall of our 
Ministers. 

With respect to the grade of Ministers proper 
to be employed in different countries, we must 
not consult on this subject our own ideas alone, 
but pay some respect to the light in which this 
business is seen in other countries. From a fact 
within his own knowledge, he knew of what con- 
sequence these forms were looked upon in the 
Court of Spain. When they wished to finish a 
treaty which was begun with this country, they 
desired it might be done by a Minister of a higher 
grade than the one resident there. It was on this 
` requisition that an Envoy Extraordinary was 
“sent. There was considerable etiquette in this 
“ business, which it would not be proper altogether 
to neglect. It was necessary when a Minister 
Plenipotentiary was sent to a country, for that 

5th Con.—28 


country to return a Minister of the same grade. 
Besides to go into the proposed measure at this 
time, would exhibit a degree of instability in our 
councils which would have an unfavorable ap- 
pearance to foreign countries. If peace were 
restored in Europe, and we had no difference to 
settle there, he should agree with the gentleman 
from Virginia, and with the opinion of the old 
Congress, that it would be well to keep no foreign 
Ministers in Europe. All commercial regulations - 
might be as well carried on by Consuls as by” 
Ministers; and if any differences should arise 
between this country and any of the European 
Governments, special Envoys might be sent to 
settle them, as heretofore ; for when the situation 
of this country was considered, it would appear 
to be for our interest to have as little political 
connexion with Europe as possible, and therefore 
Ministers could be of no use, but might do mis- 
chief. Gentlemen of different opinions in that 
House, must see that we have had Ministers in 
foreign countries who have done no good, and 
that foreign Ministers have been sent to this 
country who have done harm. He, therefore, 
thought that the gentleman from Virginia was 
right in principle; but he thought the time im- 
proper, and he did not approve of the mode pro- 
posed to be adopted. He should wish that the 
subject should be brought forward by way of an 
original motion, and receive all the discussion 
which the rules of the House will admit of. 

Mr. P. concluded by observing, that he had 
avoided touching upon what gave color to the 
debate of yesterday. It was with concern he 
heard such topics introduced. It must be la- 
mented by every friend to the country, as tend- 
ing to destroy that harmony and good will which 
was at all times proper and desirable, but at this 
time peculiarly so, when all our efforts ought to 
be joined to avoid the calamities of war; but 
when, if these calamities could not be avoided, 
we ought to stand shoulder to shoulder, and op- 
pose every Power who was determined to impose 
upon us. So strongly was this impressed upon 
his mind, that he thought every means should be 
taken to harmonizeand conciliate. The best way ` 
to effect this harmony, in his opinion, was to 
avoid in debate all personalties, and those sub- 
jects which tend to heat the passions, and which, 
instead of elucidating, embarrass investigations 5 
for there was no chance for rational inquiry, 
when full vent was given to resentments and 
anger. Mr. P. asked pardon for this digression 
and sat down. 

Mr. Nicuotas wished to explain his intentions 
in bringing forward this amendment. He be- 
lieved the gentleman last up would find. they 
nearly corresponded with his own. He had no 
idea of putting an immediate veto upon the Min- 
isters at present employed. He considered this 
bill, though passed with a limitation, as a perma- 
nent system, and a subsequent clause of the bill 
would enable the committee. to fix the time at 
which the salaries of Ministers should cease. 
His wish was to put a limit to this extension of 
Executive power. He reminded. the gentleman 
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from South Carolina that Holland was not con- 
cerned in this bill, as we had only a Minister 
Resident there. If the subject were further dila- 
ted upon, he should offer some further remarks 
upon it. 

Mr. N. Smiru was surprised to hear the gentle- 
man last up consider that as a permanent provi- 
sion which was limited to a duration of two 
years. This law was merely temporary in its 
nature, and if he only contemplated some future 


regulations in our foreign intercourse, his amend- | 


ment was not now necessary. However compe- 
tent it was for the Legislature to settle the salary 
of Ministers, it was clear the Legislature had no 
power, by the Constitution, either to determine 
the number of foreign Ministers to be employed, 
where they should be sent, or what should be 
their grade. Under the general power of making 
treaties, vested in the President, he had the power 
of sending Ministers where he pleased; also in 
the power entrusted to him of executing the law 
(not only the municipal law, but the law of na- 
tions) it was necessary he should have this power. 

In a word, all foreign relations were in the 
hands of the Executive; all our foreign inter- 


course was to him, and from him. Of course, he | 


was the only judge of what was proper in this 
business. This being the case, it should seem as 
if that House bad nothing to do with respect to 
the propriety of sending a Minister to Berlin, or 
in relation to other grades of Ministers, though 
they had the power of fixing their salaries. But 
it was contended by the gentleman from Georgia 
and others, that, by regulating these salaries, the 
Legislature had the power of preventing the ex- 
tension of their establishment. 
an old question ; but it was a very important one, 
and he did not regret that it was frequently drawn 
into discussion. He thought the great landmarks 
of our Constitution could not be too well under- 
stood. He did not mean, however, to extend his 
observations on this subject. It was said, this 
was a Government of departments and checks, 


and of course, that the Legislature ought to check | 


the Executive in its operations. That this was 
a Government of departments and checks, to a 
certain extent, he should readily allow; but that 
it was so to the extent which had been repre- 
sented, he did deny. Our Government was divi- 
ded into three departments, the Legislative, Exe- 


This brought up | 


| to be considered as well done. This being the 
| case, whenever the President had appointed a 
i Minister, and done it constitutionally, when he 
i informed the Legislature thereof, they might do 
| anything and everything but doubt the propriety 
| of establishing the Minister. 

But it was said, that this power in the Execu- 
tive would give him an influence over the Legis- 
lature, and this it was said was improper. It 
‘would seem to be a sufficient answer to say, 
“Thus is the Constitution”; and, if it gave this 
influence, it was because the framers of the Con- 
stitution Intended it should give it. And it was 
worthy of remark, that gentlemen who advocated 
the doctrine of the Legislature’s having a control 
over the Executive, did not do it from a literal 
construction of the Constitution. That gentle- 
men believed the Executive had too much power, 
he could readily conceive, and this operated as an 
excuse for their conduct; but they ought to bring 
forward a proposition for an amendment of the 
Constitution, and let it be fully argued, and not 
put a forced construction upon the very letter 
of it. 

If there was any danger of Executive patro- 
nage, the Legislature could take it away by low- 
ering the salaries allowed to Ministers, though he 
| believed they had been calculated as being merely 
sufficient for a maintenance, and therefore could ` 
not hold out any strong temptation. But it was 
said, that the Executive had already made an ill 
use of the power, and that he was now making 
an ill use of it, by selecting those persons for offi- 
ces who joined with him in political opinion. 
That he had, and would continue to select cha- 
racters of this description, he could readily admit ; 
that he had determined to do it, he knew nothing 
‘of; but that he ought to do it, he was clear. Did 
gentlemen mean to contend, that it was proper 
for a foreign Minister to act in unison with a 
party in opposition to the Executive Government? 
If they meant this, they carried their doctrine of 
checks further than he expected. Would they 
say that an Executive agent should harbor senti- 
ments in his breast different from those he avowed? 
, Did they say, that it was proper for an Executive 
| agent to initiate a foreign Minister in certain 
| mysteries—not to say using means to thwart the 
; Executive measures? Or that it was proper for 
ian Executive agent, whilst pursuing Executive 


cutive, and Judicial; each of these had checks | business, to indulge himself in certain precious 
and balances in its own department. The Presi- | confessions? Gentlemen did not mean this. If 
dent was checked by the Senate; the Legislature | they were to take a view of our present situation, 
was checked by the President and Senate; the | it would be seen that it was difficult to be sup- 
Judiciary was checked by having certain appeals, | ported even by absolute Governments. Bellige- 
writs.of error, &c. . So far from one department ' rent Powers are always jealous of a preference 
checking the other, it was necessary that all the | being shown to their adversary. Ina free Gov- 


parts. should act in unison like a clock, and the 
moment one part declined to act, the Government 
could not proceed. It was not in the power of 
the Legislature to. reverse the decision of the 
lowest court, and should it then be said that they 
could judge over. the head of the Executive? 
This remark was applicable to all the depart- 


ments.. No one.department-was a favorite of the- 


Constitution. Every act of a department ought 


ernment it was more so, as every individual was 
left at liberty to indulge in speculative opinions, 
and some were so unnatural as to take the part of 
a foreign nation in opposition to theirown. In 
this situation it was impossible that a foreign 
Minister of different opinion from the Executive 
should harmonize and act heart and hand with 
| its views and do all in his power to quell suspi 
cion. On the contrary, he will raise ideas of ex- 
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pectation in foreign nations, which, when they | improper in itself, they had made a formal at- 
find themselves disappointed in, will produce dis- | tempt to fix a Legislative censure on the conduct 
satisfaction of the worst kind; and this he will do, | of the Executive, and had added to this a personal 
instead of explaining the acts of Government, | attack, of a most illiberal and unfounded nature, 
and recommending the measures of the Executive | on a gentleman formerly a member of the House, 
as right and prope“. but now holding a diplomatic employment. He 
Mr. S. said, whilst he admitted that the Presi- | said, unfounded and illiberal, because the fact al- 
dent had appointed, and he hoped would appoint, | leged against that gentleman—and which went 
to office men who were of the same political sen- | to charge him with having given a vote in an 
timents with him, and, of course, interested in the | important case, with a view of promoting his 
success of the measures of the Government, he | private interest—was not supported, or pretended 
did not believe that the President had ever ap-| to be supported, by any kind of proof; and because 
pointed a man from the Legislature with a view | no person of a liberal or delicate mind would ad- 
of extending his patronage; nor would he admit | vance a charge of that magnitude, especially 
that any legislator had ever been influenced in | against an absent man, without the most substan- 
his vote by the expectation of such an appoint- | tial evidence. 
ment. The gentleman from Virginia seemed to} For these reasons, Mr. H. said, he should make 
suppose that the present majority in the Legisla- | some additional observations on what had fallen 
ture was produced by what he called Executive | from gentlemen in this stage of the debate, and 
patronage. When gentlemen supposed this, he | chiefly with a view to refute (which he should do 
asked whether their own heart was the standard | in the most undeniable manner) the accusation so 
by which they judged? ungenerously made against his former colleague ; 
When the gentleman from Pennsylvania in- |a refutation which he was the more inclined to 
dulged his suspicions respecting the honorable | undertake, because that gentleman was three 
gentleman from South Carolina, who had been | thousand miles distant, and could not defend him- 
appointed Minister at Lisbon, if he did not draw | self. But before he went into that refutation, Mr. 
his conclusions from this source, he did not know | H. said, he would advert to some of those things 
from whence he drew them. Where was the | having the appearance of argument, which had 
proof that things so paltry in their nature as the | been advanced by gentlemen in favor of the mo- 
salaries allowed to these appointments, should in- | tion since he rose before. As to all the idle đe- 
fluence the conduct of members of that House? | clamation about Executive influence, the danger 
There were none; they were the dreaming con- | of corruption, and the increase of patronage, on 
jectures of his own imagination. But if the Con- | which the changes had now been rung, and which 
stitution authorized that House to determine on | had been the constant topic of harangues in all 
this question, they ought not to determine upon | Governments constituted like ours, from the days 
it in the dark. If they were to take upon them | of James I. till the present moment, he considered 
Executive duties, they should call for all the pa-| them as unworthy of answer or regard; neither 
pers and information relative to the subject. now, nor heretofore, were they intended as argu- 
Suppose it had been originally wrong to estab- | ments, but were thrown out merely ad captan- 
lish a Minister at Berlin; yet gentlemen them- | dum vulgus. They had hitherto produced no 
selves allowed that when a treaty was made and | effect in this country, and he was not afraid of 
ratified, it became the law of the land. This Min- | their producing any; because the description of 
ister was sent to Berlin to negotiate a treaty ; | people who might be denominated vulgus was 
what was the state of the business they did not | very inconsiderable in number here, and the good 
know. Were gentlemen inclined to break down | sense of the great mass had always enabled them 
these establishments, and show foreign St to appreciate, and, of course, wholly to 
| 


that there was so little stability in our councils, | disregard, clamors of this kind. He should, there- 
that in one session we appropriate for a Minister, | fore, now pass them by, as he had always done 
and in the next refuse to continue the appropria- | before, without an answer; but on those few posi- 
tion? He trusted this would not be the conduct | tions, which approached towards argument, he 
of this Legislature. should bestow some few remarks: 

Mr. Harper observed, that, if gentlemen who| One of these had been advanced by the gentle- 
support this motion had confined themselves to | man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. GALLATIN.) who 
the question, and to those considerations on which | had made it the basis of almost all his other ob- 
its decision had usùally turned—had they con- | servations. It was this: that our political rela- 
tented themselves with attempting to show that | tions were distinct from our commercial relations 
the diplomatic establishment was unnecessary in | which last were managed by Consuls, not by Min- 
general, or inexpedient at this particular jūnc- | isters; and that as Consuls would still be em- 
ture—he should have deemed it unnecessary, and | ployed, although the Ministers should ‘be discon- 
even improper, to add any remarks to those which | tinued, our commercial interests would not suffer 
he had yesterday submitted to the committee, | or be neglected. ; i 
having then urged those considerations which he | But was that gentleman yet to learn, amidst all 
: regarded as the most important in deciding this | the research of which the House so often heard 
c question. But gentlemen had taken a wider | the boast—was he yet to learn that almost all our 
range. Not content with insisting that the pre- | political relations, and the whole of those which 
“sent diplomatic establishment is unnecessary or | were still the subject of dispute, grew out of com 
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merce? Was he yet to learn that our present dis- 
pute with one of the great European Powers grew 
wholly out of commercial relations? Was he: 
yet to learn that the dispute which we lately set- 
tled with another great Power was, in a great į 
measure, of a commercial nature? It was a fact, | 
Mr. H. said, which surely must be known to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that we now have 
no differences with any nation, nor even any in- 
terfering interests, which are not commercial. 
We had formerly a dispute about boundary with 
Great Britain, and another with Spain, but both 
had been settled. All our treaties, moreover, ex- 
cept in these two instances, were founded on com- | 
mercial interests; and commercial interests were 
the only points by which we touched other na-. 
tions—were the only sources from whence our 
political intercourse with them could flow. And 
yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania had affirm- 
ed that our political intercourse was distinct from 
our commercial relations! 

These commercial relations, he had further 
affirmed, were managed by Consuls, from whence 
he had attempted to establish the inference that 
Ministers were unnecessary. Did the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania believe this himself, or did he i 
hope to make the committee believe it? Or did | 
the assertion proceed from that bold reliance on ; 
the ignorance or carelessness of others, whereof | 
that gentleman had given so many proofs? Our | 
Consuls, that gentleman must well know, were | 
circumscribed in their sphere and their powers. | 
They were confined to particular towns; were, | 
in very many instances, foreigners—enjoyed no 
salary, (except those to the Barbary Powers,) and 
possessed no public or diplomatic character. Their 
functions, too, were no less confined: the relief 
of the private wants, and some assistance in the 
private affairs, of mariners and merchants, at the 
respective places of their Consulates. But those 
great and general interests of commerce, which 
form the basis of treaties, and are among the most 
important objects of national intercourse, and of | 
the law of nations, are wholly above the reach of | 
Consuls, and wholly confined to those public | 
agents whom we call Ministers, and who alone į 
possess the means, by their character, by their 
situation, and by their intercourse with the Gov- 
ernments to which they are sent, of regulating, 
superintending, and preserving those interests. 
Did not the gentleman from Pennsylvania know 
this? He did know it; and yet he asserted that 
our political and commercial relations were wholly 
distinct, that the latter were managed by Consuls, 
and that for the preservation of our commercial ; 
interests and rights Ministers were not necessary. | 
These assertions, on the slightest examination, 
vanished into air, and left nothing to be wondered 
at but-the boldness wherewith they were made. 

If cormmercial interests, therefore, Mr. H. said, 
were the basis of all our political intercourse, was | 


it proper to discontinue our Ministers? Was this | 


a. time to leave our commerce to itself in the va-| 
rious countries where. it was carried on, or even | 
to weaken our means of supporting and protect- 
ing it? Was our situation now less critical than 


i 
i 
f 
i 
i 


| that a moment to diminish our chance of 


| had fallen from Mr. GALLATIN 


heretofore, our commerce and our rights less 
threatened, or had we less need of the confidence 
and good will of other nations? Was it of less 


-Importance to us now that the justice of our 


cause should be well understo 


od, the principles 
of our conduct clearly 


explained, the foundation 


of cur claims fully laid open, than’ when these 
| Ministers were appointed? When we were on 


the eve, perhaps, of a struggle for our national in- 
dependence, was it a time to cast censures on the 
Executive, to weaken its hands, and to sow dis- 
sension in the Government? When the time, per- 
haps, was on the point of arriving when we must 
resist encroachments or yield up our righty, was 
having 
those rights well understood and generally ac- 
knowledged? He believed not. If there were 
gentlemen who wish to disgrace this Government, 
to deliver up this country, bound hand and foot, 
to foreign sway, to see us crouch beneath a foreign 
Power, confess that we have been wrong, and 
tread back our steps; if there were such gentle- 
men, it would be perfectly consistent in them to 
vote for a measure the natural effect of which 
was to weaken the Government, divide the coun- 
try, and impair our standing among foreign na- 
tions in a moment of crisis: but if there were no 
persons of this description, which he fondly hoped; 
if, as he firmly believed, a large majority of that 
House was determined to exert the whole force 
of the country in defence of its rights sooner than 
yield them up, they, he trusted, would agree with 
him in opinion, that we ought now, above all other 
times, to stand strong in the good opinion of 


‘foreign Powers, that our foreign intercourse was 


more important to us now than ever before, and 
that sound policy forbid its diminution. 

And yet, Mr. H. said, this is the moment, it is 
in this critical situation of our affairs, that the 
patriotism of gentlemen calls on them to refuse 
the appropriations heretofore granted for the sup- 
port of our Ministers abroad! This is the moment 
in which they choose to say tothe world, “the 
Executive cannot be trusted; he has employed 
useless Ministers, has expended the public money 
improperly, and we, no longer able to confide in 
him, will withhold that provision which the 
House has repeatedly sanctioned, and which it 
renewed and enlarged no longer ago than June 
last ” Whence this change of conduct? How has 
the Executive become less worthy of confidence 
than he was in June? Is it because he has adopted 
a course of measures less tame a:-d supple towards 
a foreign nation than gentlemen desired? If this 
were the motive, he believed it would neither be 
avowed by gentlemen themselves, nor borne by: 
the country; and yet what other could be as 
signed? 

Mr. H. then took notice of the remarks which’ 


of the House. : 
Mr. H. said, he would now advert to another. 


873 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


874 


JANUARY, 1798.] 


Foreign Intercourse. 


[H.or R. 


position advanced hy the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. GALLATIN, ) and founded on a total 
misrepresentation of what he, Mr. H., had stated 
when he first spoke upon this question. He should 
hardly have thought it conceivable that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, afler a sentiment had 
been uttered in debate by a person whom he 
wished to oppose, should immediately rise and 
wholly misrepresent it to suit his own purpose, 
had he not seen so many instances of the bold- 
ness wherewith that gentleman relied on the in- 
attention or the credulity of the House. That 
gentleman, on the present occasion, had repre- 
sented him as having attributed the opposition to 
Executive measures in that House to the anger 
which gentlemen felt at the disappointment of 
their hopes of obtaining offices; and he had then 
gone on to infer that the hope of obtaining offices 
must also influence the conduct of those members 
who usually supported the measures of the Exe- 
cutive; since, if disappointment in the pursuit 
of office could produce opposition, it was equally 
fair to attribute a contrary conduct in other mem- 
bers to the hope of succeeding in this pursuit. 
But Mr. H. affirmed that he had said no such 
thing; that he had never attributed the opposition 
to this motive. He had’indeed said, that the sus- 
poe of gentlemen, and their clamors about 

xecutive influence, patronage, and corruption, 
proceeded from disappointment, but not from dis- 
appointment of this kind. Ambitious statesmen, 
he said, did not wish for office, but power; they 
did not wish to hold posts themselves, but to di- 
rect those who did hold them; to see their own 
Te adopted, their own advice followed, and 
the affairs of the country conducted in the way 
which they approved. This was their aim, and 
this- the scope and end of all their exertions. 
While men should continue to think differently 
on matters of opinion, there would always bea 
number of persons who would disapprove the 
manner in which public affairs, or any other 
affairs, were conducted. These persons, in Gov- 
ernments like ours, would gradually form them- 
selves into a party, and their opinions would ás- 
sume the shape of a political system, different 
from that actually adopted. These two systems 
would be in a perpetual state of conflict, and the 
supporters of that which might happen to be van- 
quished, would feel mortification and chagrin. 
These feelings would become more and more 
violent in proportion as their defeats were more 
frequent, and on questions to which they annexed 
greater importance; and hence proceeded, and 
always would proceed, those heart-burnings and 
jealousies, those little- suspicions which gave 
themselves vent in declamations against the op- 
posite system and its supporters, against Kxecu- 
tive influence, against patronage and corruption, 
and whereby the party which could not rule was 
prompted to suspect and arraign the motives 
_which actuated the authors of their defeat. Such 
were the passions and such the feelings to which 
he attributed the opposition of gentlemen and their 
little unfounded suspicions: to a love of power, 
not to a love of place; to disappointment in their 


attempts to bring their own system and their own 
principles into action, not to the pursuit of office. 
In some countries, indeed, office conferred power, 
and was therefore sought by ambitious men as a 
means of obtaining power. Office there gave 
patronage, authority, and influence,and was there- 
fore eagerly pursued. But in this country, he 
said, the case was different. Offices here gave a 
scanty maintenance, much labor, and no patron- 
age or influence, and, therefore, ambitious politi- 
cians did not desire them. That House was the 
place for such men to appear. There and there 
alone they had a conspicuous theatre for the dis- 
play of their talents; there and there alone could 
they acquire fame, popularity, and political im- 
portance; there and there alone could they make 
a strong impression on the country and the Gov- 
ernment, give weight to their own opinions, and 
force their own system into activity. There, of 
course, they would desire to remain and not to 
undertake offices, which, though respectable, were 
not brilliant, imposed much labor, but conferred 
neither splendor nor authority. 

It was not, therefore, to the disappointment of 
gentlemen in the pursuit of those objects, Mr. H. 
said, that he attributed their conduct, but to the 
usual operations of party spirit which arose out 
of the constitution of our nature, combined with 
the form of our Government; and of which he 
did not complain. He not only knew that it must 
exist while men should be made as they are, but 
he believed that it ought to exist. While oppo- 
site parties in the Government struggled for pre- 
eminence, they were like persons engaged in an 
exhibition before the rale who are obliged to 
display superior merit and superior excellence in 
order to gain the prize. The public is the judge, 
the two parties are the combatants, and that party 
which possesses power must employ it properly, 
must conduct the Government wisely, in order to 
insure public approbation, and retain their power. 
In this contention, while the two parties draw dif- 
ferent ways, a middle course is produced general- 
ly conformable to public good. Party spirit, there- 
fore, and the contentions to which it gave rise, 
neither alarmed nor displeased him. It might, 
indeed, sometimes run into excess, and produce 
mischief, as the wind may sometimes be convert- 
ed into a storm, or fire give rise to a conflagra- 
tion; but its general effects, like those of the 
great elements of nature, he had no doubt, were 
beneficial. 

There was another topic, Mr. H. said, which, 
though, in his mind, wholly unconnected ‘with 
the subject, had been introduced into the debate, 
and much insisted on, and therefore he did not 
think it ought to pass without remark. It had 
been said, he knew not on what authority, thata 
resolution had been formed by the Executive to 
employ, in official stations, none but those who 
were known toapprove the political system adopt- ` 
ed by the Administration ; and this had been re- 
presented as a most alarming and a- most repre- - 
hensible determination. For his part, Mr. H. said, 
he knew nothing of the determination made by 
the Executive on this head; but ‘he had no hesi- 
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tation in saying, that he hoped and wished to see | it radically wrong, and have never omitted 


this resolution adopted and adhered to. He wished 
it even more than he hoped it; for there had not 
been, in his opinion, sufficiently strong indications 
of such a resolution in the conduct of the Execu- 
tive heretofore. He once thought that a contrary 
conduct might be safely, and even beneficially 
pursued ; but recent and very strong experience 
had convinced him of his mistake. He hoped this 
experience had produced the same effect on the 
Executive, which had received awful warning of 
late; and by pursuing, in some instances, a con- 
trary course, had brought on itself the most seri- 
ous and alarming embarrassments. The Execu- 
tive was, no doubt, liable to error, and, he believed, 
had erred; and he hoped the solemn warning 
which experience had given it, would induce it to 
correct this error in time to come. 

But what did this supposed determination, at 
which gentlemen expressed such alarm, amount 
to? Simply to this—that the Executive, in con- 
ducting those concerns of the Government where- 
with it is exclusively charged, and for the man- 
agement of which it is solely responsible, should 
employ such persons as subordinate agents, as 
were known to agree with him in opinion about 
the right mode of conducting them. Was this 
anything so extraordinary? Was it not practised 
by every man of common understanding in the 
management of his own private affairs? Let me 
ask the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Nicnoras,) 
whether he does not himself constantly act upon 
this principle? Were he about to employ an 
overseer, would he take one who differed wholly 
from him in his opinions about agriculture and 
the management of his farm? who thought 
that tobacco ought to be planted in the Fall, and 
wheat in the Spring? Or, would he choose a 
person whose ideas on these subjects he believed 
to be correct, and knew to agree with those prin- 
ciples about the truth of which he himself had no 
doubt? Would he not be the more cautious in 
this respect, in proportion as the farm to be man- 
aged was more distant from his own residence, 
and, of course, the conduct of the agent less sub- 
ject to his superintendence and control? If he 
did not act thus, he would depart most widely 
from his usual prudence, and might think himself 
fortunate if he sustained no greater loss than that 
of his crop. 

And shall the President of the United States, 
in conducting the affairs of this Union, neglect 
those plain and ordinary maxims of prudence, 
which every man observes in his private affairs? 
The Executive ischarged with theforeign relations 
of the country, and with the whole execution of 
all its laws. The greatest differences of opinion 
that exist. among us, arise from these relations. 
The. Executive has adopted a certain system as to 
the manner in which they ought to be conducted. 
This system is disliked and opposed by one set of 
men, while another description approves and sup- 
ports it. The whole question is, whether the sub- 

_ordinate agents, who are to execute this system 
under the orders of the President, shall be chosen 
from among those who like it, or those who think 
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an 
opportunity of attempting to change it? To 
choose from the latter, wouid be to say, that those 
persons who are most opposed to a measure are, 
for that reason, the best qualified to give it effect, 

A gentleman from Georgia, Mr. H. said, has 
talked much of the Executive having a party in 
legislation ; and has asked, what becomes of our 
Government of departments, and whether the Ex- 
ecutive could refuse to execute a law because he 
did not think it a good one? Let me ask that 
gentleman, (Mr. Batpwin,) who spoke of a party 
in legislation, or doubted about the obligation of 
the Executive to execute a law, whether approved 
by it or not. Does not that gentleman know that 
there are Executive functions distinet from Legis- 
lative functions, and that the President is charged 
with the former, as well as the Legislature with 
the latter? It is not, perhaps, surprising, consid- 
ering the degree of animation, not to say passion, 
to which the gentleman had worked himself up, 
that he should overlook a distinction so obvious 
as that between Legislative and Executive func- 
tions ; but will he not acknowledge that the Pre- 
sident, being solely charged with one, is solely re- 
sponsible for it to the House, the country, and his 
conscience, while the Legislature is solely respon- 
sible for the other. And, in conducting those af- 
fairs. for which he is solely responsible, must not 
the President have a system? Or would the gen- 
tleman from Georgia wish the Executive depart- 
ment to be conducted without system? If he 
must have a system, from whence is he to derive 
it; from his own judgment, or from the direction 
of others? Surely, from the former source. Will 
not differences of opinion exist respecting this 


| system, which some will approve, while it is con- 


sidered as most improper by others? No doubt, 
this will be the case. From which class, then, 
must the President take his agents, in the execu- 
tion of this system, those confidential agents with 
whom he is to advise, by whose eyes he must 
often see, with whose hands he must often work,. 
and to whose fidelity and discretion he must often 
trust in remote situations, beyond his superintend- 
ence and control? Shall he take them from the 
approvers or opposers of the system? When he 
has a thing to be done, shall he employ those to do 
it who think it right and beneficial, or those who 
think it wrong and mischievous? Shall he ex- 
pose himself to the danger of having his orders 
disobeyed or neglected by an agent, who, though 
charged with their execution, may choose to set 
up his own wisdom above that of his employers, 
and to dispense with that which they have con- 
sidered as indispensable ? Shall he expose him- 
self to the danger of having his plans, however 
necessary in his own judgment, counteracted by © 
an Ignorant or presumptuous agent, who thinks 
them hurtful, and chooses to act according to his 
own opinions instead of his instructions? Should 
he thus act, and thus expose himself and the great 
interests wherewith he is charged, he would cease 
to deserve either the respect of individuals or the 
confidence of the country. 

But it may be alleged, continued Mr. H. that 
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the integrity of an agent will be a sufficient secu- | 
rity for his acting according to his instructions, | 
though contrary to his own private opinions. It) 
may sometimes be so, but the risk is great, and | 
recent experience does not authorize the experi- 
ment. Even were it otherwise, still, when you 
employ a person to execute measures which he | 
. does not approve, you take away one of the bestand | 
strongest securities for his due performance; you 
deprive yourself of his zeal, of his heart, of his en- | 
thusiasm, which are not only the surest guards of | 
fidelity, but the most powerful means of success. | 
If the Executive, therefore, has a system in the | 
conduct of those affairs wherewith it is charged, | 
and to say that it has not is to charge it with fol- | 
ly, it must either be dishonest or conceive that | 
system to be proper; and, conceiving it to be, 
proper, it is its duty to use the most effectual | 
means for carrying it into effect. One of the! 
most efficacious of these means is, to make use of 
men who, otherwise qualified, believe the system 
to be right. Such men, consequently, and such 
alone, ought to be employed; and hence it fol- | 
lows, that for the Executive to neglect this, the | 
determination to do which gentlemen charge | 
against it as an impropriety and even a crime, } 
would be at best an act of folly, if not the breach | 
of a sacred obligation. | 
Mr. H. then procceded to remark on what had i 
been advanced yesterday by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. GALLATIN,) respecting the 
Minister at Lisbon. That gentleman has charged 
my former colleague with having voted for an 
appropriation for a new office, in order to make ! 
room for his own appointment to a vacancy thus 
created. He says, that my late colleague, when | 
the Minister at Lisbon was to be sent to Berlin, 
came into the House, not indeed with a commis- 
sion in his pocket, but certainly with a knowledge 
that he was himself to fill the vacant place at 
Lisbon, and voted for the Berlin appropriation. | 
Did the gentleman advert to the extent of this | 
charge? Iam willing to hope that he did not; | 
for then he would not have advanced it, especial- 
ly in so positive a manner, without some sort of 
proof. No such proof could have been produced. 
Itake upon myself to declare that none such ex- 
ists. By recurring to the Journals of the Senate, 
it will appear that‘the nomination of a Minister | 
to Lisbon was made on the 6th of July; the 
Journals of this House will show that the Berlin 
appropriation was voted on the 3d of July. I} 
have authority for saying that the first intimation | 
which my late colleague received of his intended : 
nomination was the day before the nomination | 
took place, that is, on the 5th, two days after that | 
appropriation was made, for which he is charged | 
with having voted in order to make room for 
himself. When he gave this vote, he might have | 
expected the appointment; but he had no more 
right to expect it than any other man. He did | 
not know that he would be appointed, nor was | 
he applied to on the subject till after the Berlin | 
appropriation had been voted. Ft would have! 
been highly improper to apply to him be- | 
fore, and it is very improbable in itself, that the | 


application was made until after the appropria- 
tion for Berlin; for, although the President had 
resolved to send the Minister from Lisbon to 
Berlin, he could not execute this intention with- 


| out a vote of money; and to apply to a gentle- 


man to accept the vacancy before that took place, 
and, of course, before it was certain that there 
would be a vacancy, would certainly have been a 
very strange conduct. 

Thus much I have thought it necessary to state, 
said Mr. H., and I will add one observation, ad- 
dressed to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. It 
is this: that he ought to take warning from this 
Occasion not to make it necessary in future to de- 
fend persons in their absence against attacks, 
which, being wholly unfounded, candor, no less 
than delicacy and generous sentiments, ought to 
have prevented. 

As to the general policy of the present motion, 
as connected with the foreign relations of this 
country, Mr. H. said that he would add two or 
three remarks on that subject, and then conclude. 

The motion went, he said, to reduce the ap- 
pointments and salaries of three Ministers: those 
to Madrid, Lisbon, and Berlin; and in support of 
the motion, it was alleged that the last of these 
Ministers was entirely unnecessary, and that the 
other two had been improperly, because uaneces- 
sarily, raised from Ministers Resident to Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary. To him it was a sufficient 
answer to these allegations to say, that the Presi- 
dent had thought otherwise ; because, the Presi- 


| dent, being charged by the Constitution with the 


foreign relations of the country, must be invested 
with the means necessary for conducting them 
with effect; and was infinitely better qualified, 
by his situation, to judge what those means were, 
and how they ought to be used, than the House 
can pretend to be. One of these means was the 
appointment of foreign Ministers, which was ex- 
pressly vested in the President by the Constitu- 
tion. When the President, therefore, had thought 
fit to appoint foreign Ministers, or to alter ‘their 
grades, he had exercised a Constitutional power, 
and it did not lie with the House of Representa- 
tives to object or judge. To him, therefore, Mr. 
H. said, it was a sufficient answer to all those ob- 
jections, to say that the President had thought 
otherwise. To others, who might hold different 
opinions from him on this subject, he thought it 
was a sufficient answer to be told that the House 
of Representatives, as well us the President, had 
thought differently; and had sanctioned the changes 
which he had thought proper to make in this re- 
spect, by voting money to carry them into effect. 
This the House had done expressly in all the three 
cases contemplated by the present motion. The 
Ministers to Madrid and Lisbon had been raised 
from Residents to Plenipotentiaries in May 1786, 7 4% 
at which time, and also in March, 1797;the House 

had voted the additional sums made necessary by . 
these changes, and had thereby sanctioned the 
changes themselves. The embassy to Berlin 
was resolved on in June, 1797, and the House 
then sanctioned the measure, by giving thé regui- 
site appropriation. Surely it might have been ex- 
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pected that the strongest advocates for Legislative | 
control and Legislative sanction, would be satis- | 


fied by this repeated approbation of the House; 
but no, gentlemen were not to be so satisfied. 
They still contended that it was proper to inquir 


into the use and the reason of these changes, and | 
demanded why they had been made, what cir- | 
cumstances rendered them necessary, and what: 


good they had produced? Though he protested 
against the right of the House to make these in- 
quiries, more especiall 
measures had been so formally and so repeatedly 
sanctioned, he nevertheless had no objection to 


inform gentlemen what, in his opinion, had been | 


the occasion and the benefits of two of these ap- 


pointments, those to Madrid and Lisbon. As to. 


the embassy to Berlin, the reasons and advantages 


of it had been so fully explained in the Summer : 


session, that nothing seemed necessary to be added 

to the remarks made by some other gentlemen on 

that subject in the course of the present debate. 
It sould not, he said, be forgotten by gentlemen, 


that in the beginning of 1796, or a little previous i 


to that period, we settled very much to our own 
satisfaction, a long standing and disagreeable dis- 


pute with the Government of Spain. The treaty | 
whereby this settlement was effected, placed the | 
two nations on a footing of amity, and secured to | 
us objects of very great importance to an exten- | 
The final ; 


sive and interesting part of the Union. 
attainment, however, of these objects, and the 
due execution of the treaty, must depend very 


ing between the two Governments. 


Affaires here for a considerable time, had sent us 
a Minister Plenipotentiary, and in the intercourse 
between Governments it was a usual and an ex- 
pected civility to return a Minister of the same 
grade that was received. This compliment Spain 


expected, and however inconsiderable these mat- | 
ters may appear to us, we know that great im- : 


portance is annexed to them by Courts. We must 


deal with people as we find them, and where we. 


have an interest to cultivate their good will, we 
must conform to their prejudices and fashions, 


instead of ridiculing or disregarding them. As: 
Spain had made an advance by sending usa Min- | 
ister Plenipotentiary, and expected a return of the i 


compliment, would it have been wise for the pal- 


try sum of $4,500, the difference between the | 
two appointments, to disappoint and disgust a` 
Power which we had so great an interest to con- | 


ciliate? He believed not; the President had 
thought not; the House on two or three former 
occasions had thought not; and he hoped that 
the same opinion would now influence its de- 
cision. 

As to Portugal, the reasons in favor of the 
change had been equally strong. We had first a 
Minister Resident at that Court; it had sent us 
a. Minister of the same grade, who was afterwards 
changed into.a Minister Plenipotentiary, and had 
been received as such by our Government. Por- 
tugal.not only had a right to expect, according to 
the ceremonial established among nations, that 


» 


at this time, after the | 


_of our present situation; the importance of pre- 
much on the continuance of a good understand- | 
i Spain, after | 
keeping only Commissioners and Chargés des ` 


i that effect. 
i Portugal, that we ought to have disappointed her 
| in this respect, and run the risk of disgusting this 
friendly Power? Our direct commerce indeed 
was not very great with her, but a very important 
-and interesting branch of our trade was liable to 
` be deeply affected by her measures. She was the 
Power which was usually at war with the Alge- 
rines, and had frequently kept them blocked up 
iin the Straits, whereby all our commerce to 
that quarter of the world—a commerce for the 
security of which we had sacrificed nearly one 
‘million and a half of dollars—was rendered safe 
from their depredations. Was it a small object, 
then, to be on good terms with a Power which 
held so effectual a check over those formidable 
_ pirates? Ought this good understanding to have 
been endangered by withholding an accustomed 
; mark of respect, which she expected, and of which 
she had set the example? And for what object 
do gentlemen contend that this risk ought to have 
, been incurred; this good understanding endan- 
gered? For $4,500. Was this the wisdom of 
legislators, or was it the foolish, versatile conduct 
of angry and petulant children 2 
Upon the whole, he said, considering the length 
of time that this establishment had continued ; 
the solemnity with which it had been so repeat- 
‘edly sanctioned by Congress; the critical nature 


serving all our means of good understanding with 
friendly Powers; the versatile conduct which 
would arise from the present motion, to do away 
(establishments so lately approved by this very 
_ Congress; and the mischievous tendency of fixing 

that censure on the Executive, in the present 

crisis, which was the direct tendency, and even 
i the avowed object of the present motion; he 
could not for a moment suppose that it would be 
adopted by the House. 

Mr. Livingston said, had he not seconded the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia, he knew 
: not that he should have troubled the committee 
with his sentiments on this occasion. He thought 
the reasons which had been adduced by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, for the adoption of his 
motion were forcible. He had stated, that in all 
: Governments, where the Executive and Legisla- 
‘tive powers were placed in different bodies, there 
was a constant tendency to an increase of Bxecu- 
tive patronage by means of the power to appoint 
to office. He did not expect that so plain a posi- 
ition would have been attempted to be contro- 
i verted. Not that the gentleman wished to get 
‘rid of this patronage, or that the power should 
| be placed anywhere else, but merely to prevent ` 
| its increasing and becoming mischievous. He 
| stated, from proof which had produced conviction 
i on his own mind, that there was a determination; 
|in the Executive of this country to increase that 
: patronage, by confining its appointment to office 
{to men of a certain political opinion. He was 
| sorry to hear his friend make this declaration,’ 
| because, however well he might himself have: 


881 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


882 


JaNuARY, 1798.1} 


Foreign Intercourse. 


[H.orR. 


been convinced of the fact, he was apprehensive | 
the same conviction could not be produced on the 
minds of other gentlemen ; he confessed it did not | 

roduce conviction on his mind. But what had 
oa heard from gentlemen in opposition to this; 
motion? The doctrine had been avowed. The 
people of the United States had lived to hear, | 
that it was right in the Executive to promote | 
none to office but of its own party. Or, if not! 
party, clothe the thing in what words gentlemen | 
pleased, it came to the same meaning. This was 
at once declaring, that the Executive of the 
United States had a party, and that there was a 
party in opposition to the Executive, who were 
not deserving of the favor of Government. 

Mr. L. wished to examine this doctrine. Was 
it contended that it was becoming in Government 
to determine that men of a particular opinion | 
only should receive the rewards which it had to | 
bestow? For he denied that these offices were | 
matters of paltry consideration. With respect to | 
salary, he acknowledged the object was not great; | 
but inasmuch as these offices were proofs of pub- | 
lic confidence, they were high rewards. If this 
doctrine were to be admitted, before the President ; 
could appoint any person to office, he must hold 
an inquisition upon his political opinion, and re- 
quire proofs of his having always acted in a cer- 
tain way. If this were to be done, the President 
of the United States would sink from the exalted 
situation of the head of a free people to the mise- 
rable leader of a party. This was one effect; 
but there were others. It was supposed, in his 
selection for office, the President would seek for 
virtue and talents. But if the doctrine of gen- 
tlemen were to prevail, if men of this description 
were not to be found of a certain opinion, men 
must be chosen devoid of talents and of virtue. 

Mr. L. would not believe, therefore, notwith- 
standing gentlemen had avowed it to be the case, 
that the Executive had come to any such deter- 
mination. He believed that those gentlemen 


predilection for a particular form of Government; 
who might think that the standard which he had 
formed in his own mind was the standard of per- 
fection, and who. would, therefore, cause all his 
measures to bend that way. Suppose, for in- 


| stance, he should think that no form of Govern- 


ment was so fit for this country as a monarchical 
one—that nothing short of hereditary distinctions 
could give security and stability to Government; 
if this were his opinion, he would, of course, con- 
fine his appointments to persons who subscribed 
to this sentiment. The consequence of which 
would be, the Government would be undermined, 
before the people were aware of the design. If 
such ever shouid be the situation of this country, 
he trusted there would be republican virtue suffi“ 
cient to frustrate and overturn the design; but it 
could not be done without a convulsion, and this 
country knew sufficiently well the miseries at- 
tending such an event, to authorize every possible 
caution which could be taken to prevent so great 
a calamity. : 

But gentlemen had spoken of the Executive 
being warned, by awful experience, from appoint- 
ing persons to office of a certain opinion. The 
meaning of this insinuation could not be mista- 
ken. Every one knew who was meant as well 
as if the gentleman had been named. Yet those 
who made the allusion were so sensibly alive to 
every reflection on character, that the House had 
been entertained for half an hour in the defence 
of a character which had never been attacked ; 
as when his friend from Pennsylvania mentioned 
the gentleman lately appointed to Portugal, it 
was only to show the possible effect to be pro- 
duced by Executive patronage, for he immedi- 
ately exonerated that gentleman from acting from 
improper motives. Mr. L. acknowledged that the 
lesson which gentlemen alluded to, was an awful 
and important one, and ought to be taken as an 
exemplification of the mischievous doctrine now 
contended for. For, said he, whence has arisen 


thought it would be right for him to do so; but 
he could not believe that the President of the 
United States joined them in opinion. Nay, he 
had his own declaration that he did not; for, in 
the address which he delivered on his inaugura- į 
tion, which might be considered as his political ; 


creed, he expressly declared, that in appointments | 
to office, he would seek for virtuous men of all 
parties. And why not? Was virtue confined to 
men of a certain political or religious opinion? 
He trusted not: and whatever might be the pri- 
vate opinion of any person appointed to office, if 
he counteracted the instructions which were 


duty, he outstepped the laws; and, thank God, | 
we have laws that will punish offences, whether | 
they arise from ambition, corruption, or any other 
source! 

But, as he had already said, he did not believe 
this; for another, and a very serious consequence, 


i 


given to him, he stepped beyond the limits of his | 


| 
| 


our present dispute with a certain foreign nation,’ 
but from an adherence to the principles which 
gentlemen recommended? Whilst that gentle- 
man was in office, our affairs in that country: 
bore a very different aspect from what they bore 
after he was recalled. Let gentlemen think of 
this, and consider whether it did not afford ‘an 
awful lesson for the future government of the 
Executive? He thought it did, and he hoped it 
was alesson which would have its due effect upon 
the United States. 

But, to turn to the amendment. It was ob- 
jected to because it went to alter what was al- 
ready established. Such arguments as these had 
little weight on his mind. He was never disposed 
to continue any measure longer than it was useful. 
Gentlemen were called upon to. show what good 
had been produced by the change which took 
place eighteen months ago.. This they declined, 
and called upon the-advocates-of this amendment 


might arise from it. Let us imagine it possible, 
-said he, (and pray God the imagination may never 
“be realized!) that, at some future time, the Uni- 
ted States should have a President; who hada 


to show what good would be produced, if it were 

| to take effect. He believed it would producé much 

i good. In the first place, it would lessen Execu-. 
| tive influence ; and though he did not wish wholly 
g 
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to destroy this influence—for he had some respect 
to his oath, and he had some degree of admira- 
tion yet remaining for that instrument called the 
Constitution; and some remembrance left of the 
efforts which he used to get it adopted—yet he 
would not increase it. Did necessity require that 
we should have all the Ministers Plenipotentiary 
we now have, and those we soon shall have, if 
these are continued? Gentlemen told the com- 
mittee they did not know the reasons which in- 
fluenced the Executive ; that, therefore, this busi- 
ness must be left to that department, and that all 
the Legislature had to do, was to appropriate for 


all the Ministers it might choose to appoint. This | 


question had, however, been contrarily deter- 


mined at a former session, after a discussion which | 


could leave no doubt upon the mind of any one. 
Mr. L. said he would mention another evil, which 
he trusted would make some impression upon 
the House—that was the expense of the Minis- 
ters in question, which, as he believed it was un- 
necessary, ought to be avoided; for, though the 
gentleman last up had said something about the 
advantages to be derived from Portugal, he never 
heard of any to be derived from Prussia. Indeed, 
experience showed, that though we had gone on 
increasing our diplomatic agents, no good thing 
had ever been produced by them, except the Spa- 
nish Tréaty, which was of real ad vantage to the 
country ; some other things had been done by 
them, which, he believed, had been far better un- 
done. Indeed, the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Pincxney,) than whom no one could 
be better able to give an opinion on the subject, 


declared that, in his opinion, our diplomatic con- | 


nexions had been injurious to this country, and 
that they ought to be got rid of as soon as conve- 
nient; though, he added, he did not think this a 
proper time, or that this was the best mode of do- 
ing the business. He thought this declaration 
ought to have great weight. 

Mr. Dana said he found, that if this amendment 
took place, it would produce a saving of $4,500 a 
year to three Ministers, which would be $13,500 
a year in the whole. Yet the gentleman last up 
even considered this saving as worthy of the de- 
bate which had‘taken place. In a pecuniary 
point of view, he supposed the debate itself would 
cost more money. But with respect to economy, 
this was vulgar lopping, and a miserable attempt 
at public economy. Public economy was not to 
be thus attained, but by introducing order and sys- 
tem into our affairs, and by employing talents in 
our public offices. But it was said our liberties 
were in danger from an extension of Executive 
patronage. This, he allowed, was an admirable 
theme for popular declamation, and perhaps might 
produce the effect which the mover and support- 
ers of the business wished. The gentleman from 
Virginia spoke of the liberties of the people as de- 
pending upon the minorities in Congress, and that 
the preservation of the Constitution was owing to 
them—at least he so understood.the gentleman; 
he would correct him if he was wrong. [Mr. 
Nicuotas restated what he had said.].. Mr. Dana 
continued, though the -gentleman had not. said 

3 


! expressly so, he seemed to wish this to be the un- 
| derstanding of what he said ; and he considered 
i this as a key to the whole debate. This motion 
jand this debate were intended to attract public 
| attention. If the gentleman thought this was the 
| way to preserve the liberties of the people, he was 
_ certainly right in adopting this mode; but he was 
| sorry that for this purpose the committee should 
_be reduced to mere puppets, since the speeches 
| which were made on this occasion were addressed 
| more to the stenographers and the galleries than 
i to the Chair or to the members present. Admit- 
| ting that this was the view in which the business 
| was brought forward, he doubted not it would be 
| fully answered. 

But what did the arguments of gentlemen, with 
| respect to Executive patronage, prove? Everything 
jand nothing. Could an office be made without 
| increasing Executive patronage? It certainly 
j could not; and, therefore, to prevent this patron- 
| age every office under the Government ought to 
| be annihilated. But the Constitution had de- 
;clared the Executive was to appoint to office. 
| The framers of it knew this would give the Ex- 
ecutive some power, but they gave it notwith- 
| standing. He might upon the same ground object 
| to the superior talents of the mover of this amend- 
ment, which gave him so great an influence in 
this House, as being incompatible with the equal- 
| ity upon which the members of that body stood, 
| and propose some process by which they might be 
{reduced to the common standard. He did not 
i think the argument applied specifically to any- 
thing. 

The next argument was the danger to be ap- 
| prehended from a concurrence in opinion between 
| the different branches of the Government, as the 
different departments were intended to be checks 
upon:each other. For his own part he apprehend- 
ed no danger from this source. It was not pro- 
bable that they would.agree in measures that 
| Were wrong, but that they would agree in those: 
| which were right. But, according to the doc- 
trine of some gentlemen, the Government was: 
| made up of hostility and mutual rivalry between 
jits different branches; and that when the two 
| Houses and the President concurred in any meas- 
| ure, mischief was to be the consequence. This- 


| idea of Government, on the contrary, was, tha 
| when the different branches concurred, the things’ 
| which they did were right; and that when they 
i did not concur, that something was wrong. He 
| did not believe there was any danger to be appre- 
į hended from the influence of Executive patron- 
| age on the members of the Legislature. Indeed 
considering the obloquy which patriotism thought 
| it necessary to cast upon public officers, he did not 
| think their situations were enviable, 
| candidates for Min 


If he knew one, i 
n was, that diplomatic agents were m 
| necessary for commercial purposes, but that Co 
| Suls were sufficient for this business. Commercial 
concerns between individuals could doubtless b 
[so settled, but when questions came into view of 
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a national kind, Ministers were necessary to settle 
them. He had not the hardihood to say none 
such would take place. 

But as an argument against the amendment: 
The persons now in office were sent to Europe 
under an idea of remaining there for some time, 
and had arranged their affairs accordinglv. As 
it respected the present gentlemen in office, the 
measure would, therefore, be unjust, for it could 
not be supposed that they would continue to hold 
their offices when their salaries were reduced one- 
half. Besides, etiquette required that we should 
have the same grade of Ministers abroad that for- 
eign Courts had here. 

He concluded by observing that he forbore to 
follow gentlemen into observations wholly un- 
connected with the question before them. The 
present state of Europe, he said, forbade the pro- 
posed reduction of our Ministers, as there proba- 
bly never was a time when trifling causes pro- 
duced greater events, or when the talents of Min- 
isters abroad might be more useful to this country. 

Mr. GALLATIN said the committee had been 
told, in the course of the debate, by some gentle- 
men, that this attempt to reduce the number: of 
our Ministers was unconstitutional ; by others, that 
it was inexpedient; and even some gentlemen, 
who agreed to the general expediency of the mea- 
sure, believed it would be attended with inconve- 
nience from our present foreign relations. 

In relation to the Constitutionality of the thing, 
‘he did not believe, whatever doctrine was sup- 
ported with respect to treaties, that upon this oc- 
casion the committee should be told that they 
were interfering with the Constitutional power 
vested in the President. It was true that he had 
the general power of appointing Ambassadors, 
but it was not less true that the Legislature had 
the sole and exclusive power to provide for all the 
expenses of the Union. Hence arose the idea of 
ours being a Government of departments, so 
formed as to bea check upon each other. But 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. N. Smita) 
said there was no such thing as a check of de- 
partments; that each was distinct; and, though 
each had checks within itself, none of them check- 
ed the other. And to illustrate his position, he 
introduced the simile of a clock, at the same time 
that he told them that the Executive Department 
was the main-spring which put the clock in mo- 
tion, whilst Mr. G. supposed he meant that the 
other branches were merely the hands, which 
moved as they were directed. But if there was 
any act which could not be done but by all the 
branches, each had its share in deciding upon the 
propriety of it. When a treaty was made it had 
been argued that that House had nothing to do 
but to carry it into effect; but here it was said 
that the House were bound to provide for every 
Ambassador appointed; and if, by withholding 
salaries, they obliged the President to send Min- 
isters Resident, where he wished to send Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary, they would act inconsistent- 
ly with the Constitution. Though gentlemen 
might make speeches on this subject, they must 
know that where.the Legislature had a right to 


act, it had a right to deliberate and to use its dis- 
cretion. That it was better for the interest of the 
nation that the departments should act in union, 


he allowed, and also that it was right to give that 


support to the Executive which the dignity and 
happiness of the nation required. i 

With respect to the expediency of this amend 
ment, he would ask whether anything had been 
said to show that the extension of our foreign po- 
litical connexions would conduce to the greater 
happiness of the United States? Our present criti- 
cal situation was not owing, as had been stated 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Harper,) to our commercial intercourse, but 
from the operation of treaties and our political 
connexions. No truth was more strongly im- 
pressed upon his mind than that the extension of 
our political intercourse with foreign nations was 
highly dangerous to us. And when the gentle- 
man from Connecticut (Mr. Dana) charged those 
who advocated this amendment with addressing 
the galleries and the people out of doors, rather 
than the members of the committee, Mr. G. sup- 
posed he believed the public opinion was with 
them, and that it was this conviction which pro- 
duced the declaration. He said he thought the 
gentleman right, and that the people would read 
their speeches, attend to the subject, and decide 
with them against increasing our diplomatic in- 
tercourse. Could it be said that any good had 
arisen from this source? It was true treaties 
had been made, but no treaty had been made 
since the adoption of the present Government, 
by Ministers Resident at any Court at the 
time. If any benefits were derived to the coun- 
try from the British Treaty, they must be attribu- 
ted to the Envoy Extraordinary, and not to our 
Minister at that Court. And when our treaty 
with Spain was concluded, it was necessary to 
send a Minister Resident at another Court to.do 
the business. Since our treaties were always 
made by special Envoys, what advantage could 
it be to have numerous Ministers Plenipotentiary 
in Europe? In the present critical situation of 
that country, agitated as it was to the centre, was 
it not to be apprehended that our Ministers would 
participate, in some degree, in the party spirit 
which there abounded, and rank themselves on 
one side or the other, which would have aten- 
dency to draw this country into a vortex from 
which we were so happily separated by the 
Atlantic ? We were the only nation, he said, who 
possessed a Government, on a firm foundation, in 
which civil and religious liberty was fully recog- 
nised; we, therefore, enjoyed what the people of 
Europe were seeking after. We have nothing to 
wish, except to remain in our present situation. 
Why, then, should we hazard the being involved 
in European broils? He had before stated that 
Consuls were equal to every commercial reguła- 
tion, and he had heard nothing to change his 
opinion. Seeing, therefore, that these diplomatic 
agents were rather dangerous than useful, he 
thought. it time to put a stop to their increase. It 
might be said that in this opinion he differed from 
the Executive. He felt the weight of this re- 
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mark, and it was with some diffidence that he ex- 
pressed it; but it was his opinion, and therefore he 
could not withhold it. Whether the President 
had any information which led him to a different 
opinion, he could not tell; he could only act from 
what he knew, and he should not be deterred from 
forming an opinion because another department of 
the Government might possess information which 
he had not. He should follow his own opinion, 
unbiassed by any authority. 

But it was said, though it might be proper to 
diminish our foreign intercourse, it was improper 
to do it at present. Heagreed it would be wrong 
to do it violently. He believed thai was not the 
intention of the mover of this amendment; but 
he could see no objection to saying, at this time, 
when the extension should cease. With respect 
to the gentlemen now abroad, they knew when 
they accepted their offices, they were liable to two 
events, viz: to the recall of the President, and to 
a refusal of the Legislature to renew the law rela- 
tive to foreign intercourse, when it expired., It 
would, therefore, be no act of injustice to them to 
agree to the amendment. 

Gentlemen considered the saving of a few thou- 
sand dollars a year a paltry economy, and that it 
was necessary to apon men of talents fully com- 
petent to offices of this kind. He agreed, that 
competent persons ought to be appointed; but 
Ministers Resident, at a salary of $4,500 a year, 
were possessed of the same powers with Ministers 
Plenipotentiary ; the only difference between them, 
was in their style of living. To lower the sala- 
ries, therefore, would not diminish the competi- 
tion for these offices. He did not know that the 
one salary would command higher talents than the 
other; nor did he suppose that, when our Minis- 
ters Resident at Portugal and Holland were clothed 
with the commissions of Ministers Plenipoteniiary 
at Madrid and Berlin, and, of course, their salaries 
doubled, that their talents received the same pro- 
portion of increase. 

Mr. G. insisted that his former statement, with 
respect to the appropriations for this object, was 
right, notwithstanding what had been asserted by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, to the con- 
trary. 

But the advocates of this motion had been 
charged with improperly drawing into view the 
subject of Executive patronage, and when speak- 
ing upon this subject, he himself had been charged 
with making an “illiberal and unfounded charge.” 
That what he said might be incorrect, was proba- 
ble, from the information given by the gentleman 
from South Carolina; but that what he said was 
illiberal and unfounded, he denied. 

Mr. G. said, it was true, that the sum of money 
proposed to be saved by this amendment was not 
large. Gentlemen might, if they pleased, call it a 
paltry saving ; but having first established the 
fact, that these officers were not only unnecessary, 
but dangerous, though the saving was not large, 
it ought to be made. But it was said that our 
Government was so pure, so untainted, that the 
patronage, which was wished tobe guarded against, 
can. have no effect in this country; and the gen- 


tleman from Connecticut had said, the charge 
could have no ground, except he had taken his 
(Mr. G's} own heart for a standard. He believed 
that the observations on this subject had nothing 
to do with either of their hearts. He should not 
expect much credit to be given to any declarations 
which he might make on that floor as to the pu- 
rity of his motives. Indeed, he took it to be his 
duty to state his reasons for or against any ques- 
tion which came before the House, and after de- 
livering them in the best manner he was able, to 
leave them to have the effect they deserved. He 
thought the gentleman’s remark, therefore, un- 
worthy of notice; but he again called upon the 
committee to consuit the history of all other na- 
tions, whose Governments were, in any degree, 
similar to ours; and it would be seen that an un- 
due extension of Executive patronage had been 
the destruction of them all. But was there no 
reason to guard against this patronage upon the 
gentleman’s own ground? There certainly was; 
for, aecording to their doctrine, the power of the 
Executive was unbounded in its nature, and with- 
out check, as they say the President has a right 
to appoint as many Ministers as he pleases, and 
the Legislature is bound to provide for their sala- 
ries. When such a doctrine was avowed, was it 
not right, he asked, to state all the consequences 
to which it led? He thought it was. | 

Again, he would ask, whether the experience 
of this Government had not shown, that this pa- 
tronage, so far as it related to the Legislature, was 
more dangerous than any other? In the last four 
years, five Ministers had been sent to Europe, four , 
of whom had been taken from -the Legislature of 
the United States—one, he believed, after the pe- 
riod for which he was elected was expired. Com- 
bine with this fact, that it is the duty of the Ex- 
ecutive to choose men for office only from those 
whose opinions are consonant toits own, and look 
at the situation of members of Congress. They 
see written, in legible characters, “there is no 
hope of being appointed to office, except your opin-. 
ions be in conformity to that of the Executive of 
the United States.” 

If, said Mr. G., in the youth of our country and 
Government, we do not feel the effect of this kind 
of influence, as it had been experienced in other 
countries, it is owing solely to that cause, and he 
would venture to say there was no other Legisla=. 
ture in existence upon which such a fact would 
not make some impression; and if it did not make 
any here at present, were they to suppose that this 
country was so much more favored by Providence 
than others, that the same effects might not, in 
process of time, be produced here by similar causes 
asin othernations? And ought they not to guard. 
against it in time? He thought prudence directed’ 
them to do so. 8 

With respect to the illiberal and unfounded 
charge which it had been said he had made 
when the gentleman from South Carolina had: 
stated, that. since the appointment of an Ambas- 
sador to Berlin, nothing had taken place which 
could induce us to change our views, he, in an 
swer, stated, that there were other reasons; ani 
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then, not as if he were making any new discovery, 
asked if such a fact were not recollected; but, at 
the same time, acquitted the gentleman alluded to 
of acting under undue impressions. Indeed, he 
knew that gentleman’s opinion so well on matters 
of this kind, that he was certain he would have 
voted the money, whoever might have been ap- 
pointed. But he drew the conclusion that he 
knew the fact, that he was to be appointed to the 
office at the time. If that was an illiberal con- 
clusion, he was guilty ; but when a man support- 
ed an appropriation to-day, and three days after 
was appointed to the office contemplated by it, 
it was difficult to suppose he knew nothing of it 
at the time. The gentleman from South Caroli- 
na had said it appeared from the Journals that he 
did not know of it; but hesupposed, notwithstand- 
ing, that more than three days were necessary for 
the arrangement of such a business. But it was 
supposed he meant to make an illiberal attack 
upon that gentleman; the truth was, he did not 
mean the attack against the person appointed, but 
against the person making the appointment. He 
conceived the appointment improper; but he ex- 

ressed himself as delicately as hewasable. Now, 
fe was put upon this head, he must go further. 
He found in the Constitution the following clause: 
“No Senator or Representative shall, during the 
time for which he was elected, be appointed to 
any civil office, under the authority of the United 
States, which shall have been created, or the emol- 
uments of which shall have been increased, during 
such time.” And here he would ask gentlemen 
. who thought Executive patronage ought not to be 
feared, why the framers of the Constitution in- 
serted a clause of this kind, if they had not feared 
this patronage? It was to this clause of the Con- 
stitution, and to nothing else, that he had refer- 
ence, in the allusion which he had made; and 
though the appointment might not be expressly 
against the letter of the Constitution, it was cer- 
tainly against its spirit. 

He would make only an additional remark in 
relation to expediency. It had been said, that to 
pass this amendment in our present situation with 
foreign countries, would tend to show an existing 
division between the Executive of the United 
States and the people. This argument might be 
brought at all times, as the occasions were not un- 
frequent in which the several branches of Gov- 
ernment differed in opinion; nor was this to be 
lamented; it was natural, and what could not be 
avoided. But it was said that those foreign Gov- 
ernments with whom we were connected might 
take umbrage at a measure of this kind; and that 
when foreign countries sent Ministers of a certain 
grade to us, we were bound by the forms of eti- 
quette to return to them Ministers of the same 
rank. To do this would be to do something more 
than what the President of the United States 
might require them to do; it was obliging the 
Legislature to follow, not only the will of the 
President, but the whims and caprices of every 
foreign nation who chose, from what reason no- 
body could tell, to send Ministerial characters to 
this country. To support an expense of this 


He asked what connexion submitting to the will 
of a foreign nation had with this amend- 
ment? and what kind of difference it could make 
in the termination of our present negotiation, or 
on our conduct hereafter, whether this amend- 
ment passed or not? He could see none; and 
when gentlemen were told they made speeches to 
catch the ears of the populace, or vulgar,’ he 
thought they might with propriety reply, that 
nothing which had fallen from them was more 
calculated for this purpose than what fell from 
the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Harper.) 

Mr. N. Smıru denied that he had compared the 
Executive to the main-spring of a clock, and re- 
stated what he had said respecting the different 
branches of Government being independent of 
each other. d 

The committee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


Monpay, January 22. 


Joun Mituence, from the State of Georgia, ap- 
peared and took his seat. 
IMPEACHMENT OF WM. BLOUNT. 


Mr. Srrereaves, from the committee appointed 
onthe subject of W. Blount’s conspiracy, reported 
two letters which had been received by the com- 
mittee—one from the Chevalier d’Yrujo, denying 
that he had at any time given or promised any 
money or other reward to John Phillips Ripley, 
as stated in the deposition of Abraham Holden. 
He acknowledges that whilst he was in New 
York, that Ripley was arrested for debt, and that 
from his having spoken well of his character to 
Mr. Stoughton, the Spanish Consul there, that 
gentleman became bail for him. The letter 
from Mr. Ripley is confirmative of this statement. 
Both were ordered to be printed. 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


The House having again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole, on the bill providing - 
the means of foreign intercourse, and Mr. Nico- 
Las’s amendment being under consideration, 

Mr. Griswotp said, if, instead of reducing the 
number of our foreign Ministers Plenipotentiary, 
it had been the intention of the present amend- 
ment to make an inquiry into the reasonableness 
of the salaries at present allowed to our foreign 
agents, he should most cheerfully have gone into 
the investigation, as he believed it was a subject 
upon which the House had a full right to legis- 
late; but when he heard gentlemen declare that 
this was not their object, but that it- was theirin- 
tention to check a power which the Constitution 
had placed in the Executive, the motion would 
meet his decided negative. _ : 

The ground which gentleman had taken went 
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to declare, that though the Constitution had said 


that the President, with the advice of the Senate 


execute this provision of the Constitution. 
that in this question, the people of the United 
States and the Constitution were on one side, and 
the gentleman from Virginia and his friends on 
the other. 
ciding where such were the parties. 

If past experience had not taught the House 
that attempts were frequently made to invade the 
Constitutional powers of the Executive, such a 
motion as the present would produce surprise ; 
but, as former attempts of this kind had not only 
been made, but repelled, as they ought, he trusted 
the same issue would take place on the present 
occasion. 

Gentlemen had stated our Constitution as filled 
with balances and checks, and that different de- 
partments were intended to check each other. He 
allowed that each had checks within itself; but 
if the departments were to check each other, the 
Government could not proceed ; and however this 
doctrine might be discussed with metaphysical 
subtlety, 
Government. He hoped this doctrine of checks, 
which had been introduced into the House by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. GALLATIN,) 
would not extend itself in this country, as it con- 
tained more mischiefs than Pandora’s box. But 
suppose, for the sake of discussion, this doctrjne 
were admitted, and that that House had a right 
to check the Executive in the exercise of its 
Constitutional powers, would it be proper to ex- 
ercise it on the present occasion è Was it, even 
in the most peaceable times, proper to curtail our 
diplomatic corps, since our commerce spreads to 
all parts of the world, and disputes must necessa- 
rily arise, which could be removed only by the 
interference of our Ministers? Gentlemen alleged 
that this could be done by Consuls; it struck him 
not. Who were these Consuls? Men of respect- 
ability, undoubtedly ; but mere moneyed men, pur- 
suing private objects for the purposes of gain, who 
possessed neither leisure nor ability to manage a 
business of this kind. Diplomatic agents, he said, 
were uniformly employed in all countries, except, 
indeed, in Turkey, or in the tyrannical States of 
Barbary—States which he trusted gentlemen 
would not produce for the United States to imi- 
tate. If even it should be proper in such a state 
of things, would it be proper at this time? Was 
the -present a state of tranquillity and peace? 
Were our affairs going on well? Was not Europe 
convulsed to the centre? Did not every day pro- 
duce a revolution ora massacre? And were we 
unconnected with Europe? Did not our com- 
merce carry us there, and was not our capital 
there? Yet our diplomatic agents are to be discon- 
tinued, and-our commerce left to shift for itself, 
and in case of disputes no explanations could be 
had. The business was to. be dropped at once; 
and what was worse, it was to be done because 


s 


should appoint Ambassadors and other public 
Ministers, the gentleman from Virginia and others, 
say that he should not do this; that they will tie 
ap his hands so as to put it out of his power to 
So 


For himself he had no difficulty in de- 


its tendency was to stop the wheels of 


the Legislature placed no confidence in the Exe: 
cutive of the Government—beeause one depart- 
ment of Government was opposed to the other, 
which had the appearance of a nation fighting 
against itself. Were gentlemen desirous that such 
a picture of our situation should cross the Atlantic? 
He thought no gentlemen could say this would be 
acting prudently. 

But, notwithstanding these considerations, gen- 
tlemen still say this motion ought to be agreed to, 
because the Executive is already possessed of im- 
mense patronage, which is spreading its influence 
through every department, and has become: so 
alarming as to make it necessary to sacrifice every 
consideration in order to have it lessened. When 
he heard language of this kind, he could scarcely 
refrain from smiling. What, he asked, was this 
alarming influence? It could not be doubted that 
in some Governments where the appointments 
were numerous, and where the Executive was a 
permanent establishment, immense influence might 
be acquired. But what was the situation of our 
Executive? It was true, it had the power of ap- 
pointing to office; but the offices were not very 
desirable, and the execution of some of them was: 
attended with obloquy and reproach; besides, the 
duration of our Executive was limited to a four- 
yearslease. And yet gentlemen charge the Exe- 
cutive with being possessed of an influence which 
they foretell will be the destruction of Govern- 
ment. Such opinions he could only consider as 
mere chimeras of the brain, supported upon no 
rational ground. ; 

But gentlemen went further, and said that this . ka 
power had actually been abused, as the Execu- 
tive, in his appointments to office, had respect to, 
the opinions of those whom he chose. He con- 
fessed that he had thought, from some appoint- 
ments which-had been made, that the President: 
had not adopted the determination which some 
gentleman were of opinion he had, though he ac- 
knowledged it was a determination which every 
real friend of the Government must wish to see 
adopted. Could it be believed, that the President 
would not have some respect to the opinions of 
the men heemployed? Gentlemen could not be- 
lieve this. What! employ men whose very opin- , 
ions and principles led to disorder !—to appoint 
men to office for the purpose of preserving orde. 
and peace, whose very opinions lead to disorgani- 
zation and confusion! Was this to be done? He: 
thought not; and if the determination of attending 
to the opinions of men appointed had not been’ 
adopted, it ought to be adopted. Indeed, he had> 
been led to believe, that there was a class of men 
in this country, who, from the sober conviction of 
their minds, being convinced that most of the mea 
sures of Government were wrong, had determined | 
not to accept of any office under it, and, by that 
means, assist in its execution ; but if he rightly un- 
derstood the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. BALD- 
win,) he supposed he had been deceived in this 
ie one as he seemed to say, that they were not 
only willing, but desirous, of accepting offices under 
Government. He could not have believed this, as 
it supposed a baseness of character which he had 
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hoped did not exist in the United States. What! 
were gentlemen who had been uniformly opposed 
to every measure of Government, now ready to 
step in and take part in the execution of that Gov- 
ernment 2? Were they willing to become the 
justifiers of those measures which they have here- 
tofore uniformly declared to be wrong? He had 
hitherto respected this class of men, because he 
believed they acted from conviction; but if they 
were about to add hypocrisy to their other crimes, 
it was a proof of their total want of integrity. In- 
deed, for a man to say Administration was right, 
when he believed it wrong, was to prove that he 
had no conscience. He thought, therefore, it was 
highly proper to choose men only into office who 
would act from principle. 

He concluded, therefore, upon every ground, that 
the motion was wrong. Mr. G.said that he could 
not sit down without noticing some sentiments 
which fell from the gentleman from Virginia, 
which wore a serious aspect, and seemed to aim at 
the very existence of our Government. That 
gentleman began his speech by telling the House 
that all representative Republics naturally tended 
to corruption, and that Republics were capable of 
attaining to more tyranny than Monarchy, and to 
more oppression than Despotism. [Mr. NicnoLas 
explained what he had said.] Mr. G. insisted 
upon being correct in his statement; but he said 
the gentleman did not stop here. The remedy for 
these evils, he said, was only in feeble minorities— 
in short, that the few were to be set against the 
many. This was denouncing Republics with a 
vengeance—it went to the very foundation of our 
Government. It was a doctrine which he never 
expected to hear in that House; it was a doctrine 
which went to say that no Representative Repub- 
lic ought to exist. But, he firmly believed, that 
instead of depending upon minorities, the people 
of this country would always depend upon major- 
ities, whom, he doubted not, would continue to 
preserve things as they ought to be. That the 
few ought to be attended to, in preference to the 
many, was a doctrine which might suit Aristocra- 
cies, but it would not do for thiscountry. He did 
not see how this observation was connected with 
the gentleman’s motion; but he thought it was an 
attack which ought not to pass unnoticed, which 
must be his apology for the digression which he 
had made in these remarks. 

_ Mr. Bayar began his observations by remark- 
ing, that the gentleman from Virginia had said 
that it was not his design that his motion should 
have an immediate effect upon the Ministers at 
present employed. If the gentleman was sincere 
in his avowal, it was clear that he did not under- 
stand his own motion; for, whatever amendment 
was introduced into the third section, which the 
gentleman had intimated might be so amended as 
to give the regulation a distant operation, as it only 
related to the sum of money to be appropriated, ii 
would not enable the President to employ a Min- 

- ister Plenipotentiary, besides those at London and 
Paris, at a higher salary than $4,500. 

“Some gentlemen have said, it was idle to talk 
about this House having the power to appropriate, 


without having the power at the same time to use 
their discretion. He contended that the power of 
appointing Ministers: was vested in the President, 
and the House had no right to believe he would 
abuse this power. It had been supposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that he might ap- 
point an indefinite number of Ministers; and were 
the House, in that case, he asked, blindly to appro- 
priate for them? This question was predicated 
upon an abuse of power, whilst the Constitution 
supposed it would be executed with fidelity. Sup- 
pose he were to state the question in an opposite 
light. Let it be imagined that this country has a 
misunderstanding with some foreign Power, and 
that the Executive should appoint a Minister, but 
the House, in the plenitude of its powers, should 
refuse an appropriation. What might be the con- 
sequence? Would not the House have contra- 
vened the Constitution, by taking from the Presi- 
dent the power which by it is placed in him? It 
certainly would. So that this supposition of the 
abuse of power would go to the destruction of all 
authority. The Legisiature was bound to appro- 
priate for the salary of the Chief Justice of the 
United States, and though the President might ap: 
point a chimney-sweeper to the office, they would 
still be bound.” The Constitution had trusted the 
President, as well as it had trusted that House. 
Indeed it was not conceivable that the House could 
act upon the subject of foreign Ministers. Our . 
interests with foreign countries came wholly under 
the jurisdiction of the Executive. The daties of 
that House related to the internal affairs of the 
country; but what related to foreign countries 
and foreign agents was vested in the Executive 
department. The President was responsible for 
the manner in which this business was conducted. 
He was bound to communicate, from time to time, 
our situation with foreign Powers; and if plans 
were carried on abroad for dividing or subjecting 
us, if he were not to make due communication of 
the design, he would be answerable for the 
neglect. 

But, without determining’ the point, how far it 
was Constitutional for the House to interfere in 
the present business, it certainly would not be 
prudent to do so at present. Ambassadors had 
been called honani: spies” to watch the oper- 
ations of foreign Governments, in order to inform 
their own Government of every proceeding likely 
to affect it; and, surely, if ever there were an oc- 
casion which called for such spies, it was the 
present, when we saw every principle of ancient 
order overthrown, and principles of disorder and 
villany introduced which were never known in 
ancient establishments. Was it not seen that 
those countries which were most powerful were 
dismembering and dividing those which were 
weak; and, in order to settle terms of peace, no 
scruple was made to cede an independent Gov- 
ernment and country, asa balance iu the treaty. 
Nay, he did not know but at this moment foreign 
Powers might be negotiating for a- division of 
these very States!—as a make-weight in some 
adjustment of belligerent differences. He trusted, 
therefore, our Ministers would not be at present 
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recalled; for, though they might not be able to 
dive into the secrets of foreign cabinets, they 
would doubtless communicate such information 
as would be useful, and there was no probability 
of their doing any harm. 

Bat gentlemen wished, instead of multiplying 
our foreign connexions, that we should recall 
every foreign agent at present employed; if even 
this were the wish of this country, did it follow 
that it would be the interest of the Powers of 
Europe to follow the example? It we refused to 
send them Ministers, they would send theirs to 
this country, and the danger in this business did 
not arise from our Ministers going abroad, but 
from foreign Ministers coming here. And if for- 
eign agents were sent here, it was certainly poli- 
cy, for the sake of information, and for the culti- 
vation of harmony and friendship, that we should 
return the compliment. 

But gentlemen said these appointments ought 
not to be made, because they increased Executive 
patronage. In addition to what had been said on 
this subject, he would remark, that, so far from 
these appointments multiplying the friends of the 
President, he believed they increased his enemies; 
for, by serving one person in an appointment, 
he alienated the affections of twenty others by 
disappointments, 

Gentlemen had talked much about checks. He 
believed they were sincere when they wished the 
Executive to be checked; he believed they would 
check and countercheck him, until they stopped 
the wheels of Government; and when he was 
manacled, and laid at the mercy of the House, 
they would be satisfied. For his part, he thought 
the Executive the most weak and infirm branch 
of the Government; and that, if anything were 
to be feared, it was from its weakness. It was 
not a Constitutional idea that this House should 
check the Executive, but that the President should 
have the power to check the Legislature. For 
what reason? Because the Executive power was 
defined; its prerogatives are all specified ; itcould 
not act improperly, without the act being palpable 
to all the world. ` But the limits of the House of 
Representatives were undefined. The Constitu- 
tion checked the President, but it was necessary 
for the President to check that House, for gentle- 
men could not suppose that a popular body like 
that of the House should be immaculate, and that 
no esprit du corps would ever lead it to do basi- 
ness which did not properly belong to it. It was 
the nature of such a body to be more ambitious 
than an Executive defined as ours was. The 
people of the United States, therefore, had more 
to fear from that House than from the President 
of the United States. The President had it not 
in his power to do much mischief, but it was in 
the power of that House to destroy the Consti- 
tution. 

Gentlemen had compared the patronage of this 
Executive with. the patronage of the Executive 
of the English Government. As well might they 
compare Calvin Philips to the Irish Giant. In this 
country, what was the power of this patronage ? 
An.army of three or four thousand men, a navy 


of three frigates, a number of Collectors and Su- 
pervisors, whose salaries were sufficient to furnish 
their daily bread. What was the case in Eng- 
land? An army almost without number, a navy 


| incalculable, a church patronage unlimited, an 


order of nobility without number—sources which 
furnished objects of temptation to almost every 
individual; besides, the civil list of a million a 
year! But what had the President of the United 
States? About as much as would furnish his 
firewood and table! Yet these two sittations had 
been compared with each other. But, notwith- 
standing the immense patronage of the English 
Government, if the principle of equal representa- 
tion were introduced into their House of Com- 
mons, he believed, notwithstanding all the power 
of the Executive, they would lop off prerogative 
after prerogative, till, though there might remain 
the features, the substance of monarchy would be 
gone, 

Gentlemen. who advocated this amendment 
seemed to do it because men of a certain opinion 
were appointed to office; as if they were to say, 
“ We know our principles are such, that we have 
no chance of being appointed; therefore, we will 
not suffer the President to appoint anybody else.” 
The gentleman from Georgia had expressed great 
surprise on hearing this principle avowed. But 
he asked whether this was not a principle of the 
first authority in this country ? It was the prin- 
ciple upon which the sovereign people themselves 
acted. Did they ever choose Representatives of 
a different opinion from themselves? He believed 
no one would say they did. If he, or the gentle- 
man who differed from him, held different opinions 
from those they held, they should not appear in 
their present situations. The President was, there- 
fore, justified in acting in the same way; and if 
he had ever deviated from it, the deviation had 
convinced him of his error ; and, profiting by this 
experience, he trusted a similar conduct would be 
avoided in future. 

Something had been said about the Constitu- 
tionality of the appointment of our present Min- 
ister to Portugal. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had supposed that, when the gentleman 
who was appointed advocated the appropriation, 
he knew that he was to be employed. He be- 
lieved it had been incontrovertibly shown that 
this was not the case; but the gentleman had 
since said that he did not mean to cast blame upon 
him, but upon the President. Mr. B. denied that 
the President had acted unconstitutionally, as had 
been insinuated; and he thought, when it was 
known with what delicacy the President had 
acted, in refusing to accept of the house which 
had been built for him by the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, a charge of this kind ought not to have 
been brought, without better ground for it. The 
office which the gentleman from South Carolina 
had accepted was not created by the appropria-: 
tion—it existed long before. Nor was it created 
by any law, but by the President. Nor was the 
salary increased, as the salary of a Minister Pleni- 
petentiary was long ago settled. But, though it 
was not within the letter of the Constitution, the: 
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gentleman said it was within its spirit; but he did 
not know how that gentleman’s sagacity found a 
spirit not expressed in the Constitution. 

Mr. Dennis rose with diffidence on this subject, 
after it had been so ably discussed; but he thought 
there was a point of view in which it had not yet 
been placed. The question naturally divided 
itself into two parts: the first relative to the pow- 
ers of this House; the secend, admitting the pow- 
ers of the House. as to the expediency of the mea- 
sure. This measure might be again subdivided. 
The power contended for, was not a mere nega- 
tive power of control, but a creative power, as 
it went to fix the grade and number of Ministers 
to be employed. He believed it was necessary 
that the supporters of this amendment should 
prove the power of this House to assist in the ap- 
pointment of Ministers, and in the fixing of their 
grade ; to show also that the President could, in 
no. case; proceed to nominate a Minister, before a 
bill had first gone through the Legislature making 
the necessary appropriation. If they could not 
establish this, a great part of their argument would 
fall tothe ground. Amongst all the novelties of 
the present day, he did not think this the least. 
He believed the doctrine was. founded in error, 
that it had never before been advanced, and that 
it: was contradicted by every act of Government. 
If this doctrine was well founded, why did not gen- 
tlemen come forward at the last session, when 
appropriating for the expense of an Embassy to 
France, and say there should be one, two, or 
three, Ministers employed? Indeed, if they be- 
lieved the President had no right to proceed in 
this business without the concurrence of this 
House, why not institute an impeachment against 
the President for outstepping the bounds of his 
power ? 

It was supposed there existed the same right in 
this House to regulate the number and grade of 
Ministers, as to regulate the number of Judges; 
but it was quite adifferentthing. Regulating the 
number of Judges was a strictly Legislative act; but 
the appointment of foreign Ministers was as strict- 
ly Executive. If this were not so, and the House 
were to act upon the subject, it would be neces- 
sary for them to be possessed of all the information 
which could be had on the subject. 

It was asked, if there were no casein which the 
Legislature could refuse an appropriation when 
it was required by the President? It was suffi- 
cient for him to say that the case before them 
could not be of that description. He believed 
cases might exist, in which a refusal would be 
justified; but it would be one of those glaring 
eases which would at once appear. Such a case, 
as in the Judiciary Department, when juries de- 
termine damages to be so enormously high or 
ce as to induce the Judges to intercede for a new 
trial. 

Mr. D. took notice of what had fallen from Mr. 
Gavtatin, as to the possible abuse of this power 
of the Executive, and replied to it; and alleged 
that the reasonings in support of the amendment 
Went. more tò an annihilation of the diplomatic 
corps than to.a reduction of it. He also touched 
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upon the distinctions which had been made be- 
tween political and commercial agents, and sup- 
posed Consuls insufficient to answer all the neces- 
sary purposes of commerce. 

The gentleman from Virginia had urged the 
propriety of the adoption of this amendment, from 
the fear of the Executive branch of the Govern- 
ment swallowing up the rest. If he believed any 
danger from the abuse of this Government, he 
should expect it to arise from this House, and not 
from the President. He should be warranted in 
this opinion from what had been seen in this 
Government, and by the experience of other na- 
tions. His inferences from facts and history were 
different from those drawn by other gentlemen. 
The annihilation of liberty had always been oc- 
casioned by encroachments of the popular branch 
of Government. The English Government, for 
instance, had originated in a monarchy and aris- 
tocracy. It had at first no democracy init. It 
was, however, by degrees introduced ; and in their 
revolution, monarchy and aristocracy were anni- 
hilated, and the Government became a Govern- 
ment of five hundred and fifty-eight despots. The 
next important era in the history of that nation 
was about the termination of the American war. 
At that time the monarchy became unpopular; 
the democratic branch became noisy and clamor- 
ous, and wished to annihilate the Government. 
Their power was so great that the King was obli- 
ged to turn out his Ministers, and an appropria- 
tion was refused for the ordinary expenses of Gov- 
ernment. To such a height was the opposition 
carried, that there were four different administra- 
tions in two years. It became necessary for the 
Crown to be subservient to the views of the House 
of Commons, and Mr. Fox and his adherents were 
admitted into office; yet they were discontented, 
and the King was obliged to dissolve the Parlia- 
ment. Before the new election, the spirit of the 
nation, however, so favored the monarch, that 
sixty of the most violent members were thrown 
out of the House, and to this violent disposition of 
the Commons was it chiefly to be attributed that 
the Crown now enjoys so much power over. the 
other branches of Government. He did not know 
but bribery and corruption had had something’ to 
do in the business; but he mentioned these cir- 
cumstances to show that the change which had 
taken place in that country had been chiefly ow- 
ing to an imprudent democratic spirit. He thought 
it ought to operate as a warning to this House, 
never to assume powers unauthorized by the Con- 
stitution; as every encroachment of this kind, 
when it was unsuccessful, never failed to strengthen 
that power which it meant to crush. 

If, said Mr. D., the Executive of this country 
possesses more influence than he ought, it does 
not arise from patronage, but from the spirit. of 
finding fault with Executive measures so frequent 
in this House, and from the turbulent spirit which 
had, from time to time. been shown. The ratifi- 
cation of the British Treaty occasioned a. partial 
disapprobation of Executive’ measures, as. any. 
movement which Government could have made 
at that time would have done; as what would have. 
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been pleasing to one set of men would have been | took place when the subject of foreign intercourse 
displeasing to another. But he believed that this | first originated, extracts from which haœ been read 
House refusing afterwards to appropriate money | by his colleague, would have satisfied every gen- 
to carry it into effect, produced greater unpopu- | tleman as to the understanding then had upon the 
larity towards it than had before been produced | matter, as they were the sentiments of men who 
towards the Executive, as it excited an alarm | had always been in favor of extending the Exec- 
that the House of Representatives was about to | utive power as far as it could be pushed. He 
swallow up the powers of the other departments | asked whether it was not a subject of serious re- 
of Government. An election having since taken | gret to every man who wished to preserve the 
place, this circumstance, it was probable, had pro- | Government in due execution, that the doctrine 
duced a majority in both Houses generally in | every where acknowledged a few years ago. should 
favor of Executive measures. | now be deemed unconstitutional, and that those 
Mr. D. concluded by saying he did not agree | who advocate it should be charged with a desire 
with the gentleman from Virginia that republi- | of prostrating the Government, and with being 
can Governments were more subject to patronage | disorganizers and friends to confusion. 
and corruption than any other. Mr. D. took a| It was from this source he apprehended danger 
view of the patronage ot the British Government, | more than from any other. . But, for the sake of 
and spoke of the permanent nature of their Exec- | argument, he would admit that the opinion of 
utive; but the acts of our Government, he said, | gentlemen on this subject was correct, that when 
were perpetually before the people; the periodical | the President has determined upon the appoint- 
-reversion of power into their hands enables them | ment of foreign Ministers, it is an indispensable 
to mould the Government to their will; and | obligation on Congress to make some appropria- 
though some particular branch of it might be un- | tion. Yet it did not follow that this amendment 
popular for a time, it could not long remain so; |in any degree violated this principle. None of 
and he knew of no mode of corrupting the Gov- | those opposed to this amendment have contended 
ernment whilst the people remained incorrupt. | that an obligation to make an appropriation pro- 
He was of a very different opinion from the gen- | hibited the power of discriminating the quantity 
tleman from Virginia, in respect to the present | of it. If this were true, they would find by the 
situation of the Government of this country. His j amendment that Ministers to Portugal, Prussia, 
idea was that the people of the United States had | and Spain, may yet remain as they are, provided 
come to an enlightened understanding of their | they are satisfied with the salary of $4,500, which, 
duty ; but, if there should be any danger of shak- į it is thought, will be sufficient for any business to 
ing the Government, he believed it would arise | be done at those Courts. Upon the principle, 
from this House, and from no other department. į therefore, of those Constitutional heroes there was 
But, he believed, the dangers which were now i no violation of their doctrine. 
conjured up were rather the dreams of a disorder- ; The doctrine of checks and balances which 
ed imagination, or the crudities of indigested po- | had been laid down by the gentleman from Penn- 
litical opinions, than produced by any real cause; | sylvania, had been called novel, and calculated to 
he hoped, therefore, the motion would not be | stop the wheels of Government. Another gen- 
agreed to. j leman had told the committee that those who ad- 
Mr. Brent did not intend to have taken any | vocate this doctrine meant nothing less than the 
part in the debate on this subject, but he had been | total overthrow and destruction of the Govern- 
induced to rise from the manner in which every | ment. He believed it might, with great propriety, 
one who favored this amendment had been spo- | be retorted upon this gentleman, that those who 
ken of; from which, and the anathemas which | treat this doctrine as novel are the gentlemen who 
had been pronounced against them, he thought it | go for the overturning and destruction of the Gov- 
behooved every member in favor of the amend- | ernment. For himself, he considered this doctrine 
ment to come forward and express his opinion. las a vital principle; not as introduced by the gen- 
The objections urged against the amendment, | tleman from Pennsylvania, but as a thing which 
he believed, might almost be confined to two, | may be found in every feature of the Constitu- 
namely, the incompetency of the House to make | tion. But it was a memorable circumstance, il- 
the regulation and the inexpediency of the mea- į lustrated in the speech of the gentleman from 
sure. o Connecticut, that when gentlemen endeavored to 
`. With respect to the first, he acknowledged, he į prove an unfounded doctrine, one part of their 
did believe it would have been impossible for | argument frustrated another. This remark ap- 
those who were the most strenuous for the ad- | plied to the doctrine of checks and balances ; for, 
vance of Executive. power to have made an ex- ! though they deny the doctrine, yet they say there . 
ception ; but, contrary to his expectation, it had | is no rational apprehension of danger from the. 
been made. They were told that the President of | power of the President, confined as it is by the 
the United States only knew whether it was pro- | appropriations of this House. Thus, while they | 
per to send Ministers abroad, and that whenever į are rejecting the doctrine of checks, and spurning © 
he made an appointment it was a duty necessa- | at those who support it, when it suits their argu- 
rily attached te this House to make an appro- | ment they themselves acknowledge it. ae 
priation, arid that they should violate their Con-| It was true, when the power of the President. 
stitutional duty if they exercised any discretion | was considered on a rational ground of construc- 
upon the subject. “He thought the debate which ! tion, there was no serious cause of alarm; but: 
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when they found novel Constitutional doctrines 
introduced by those who consider themselves as 
patrons of Executive influence, and doctrines 
which formerly universally obtained now explo- 
ded, there was serious ground of apprehension. 

It was asked whether, if it was proper at all to 
reduce our foreign Ministers, it was proper at this 
time, considering the state of this country and of 
Europe? The remark that this is not the proper 
time was constantly suggested whenever a re- 
form was proposed in any country, and dreadful 
phantoms were constantly conjured up to main- 
tain institutions which could not be otherwise 
supported. Why was the present moment more 
inauspicious than any other? Admitting the 
tumultuous situation of Europe to be as describ- 
ed, was there any danger from withdrawing our 
Ministers from Portugal and Prussia? Or, if we 
were in hostility with them, what effect could it 
have on the United States? Both were destitute 
of any means of injuring each other, as much so 
as two men would be who were bound hand and 
foot. Ministers were proposed to be retained at 
‘London and Paris, and, if it would accommodate 
gentlemen, he should have no objection to agree 
to a Minister Plenipotentiary to Spain, though he 
saw no occasion for it. He was no friend to di- 
plomatir characters abroad. He believed foreign 

inisters had been the curse of modern nations 
for many years. 

A subject of a very delicate nature had been 
involved in this. It had been remarked by his 
colleague, and had been acknowledged with signs 
of exultation from another quarter, that there ex- 
isted a disposition in the Executive to choose to 
office men of a particular political opinion ; none 
but those devoted to the Administration, and ready 


country, eminently distinguished in every duty, 
either public or private, should unfortunately be 
of opinion, from the experience of his best judg- 
ment, that some of the measures of the Admin- 
istration have been unfavorable to the true in- 
terests of the country, that he is therefore dis- 
qualified from occupying a legal seat under Gov- 
ernment? Did he suppose he ought to be driven 
from his situation because some demagogue, ready 
to sing hallelujah to every object of Govern- 
ment, was ready to receive it, and the other be 
pointed at with scorn and reproach? Yet this 
was the consequence that must continually fol- 
low the adoption of such a conduct by the Ad- 
ministration; and, therefore, though he had heard 
it reiterated that such was the line of conduct 
adopted, he should require still stronger reasons 
to believe the fact. If he did believe it he should 
believe there was a strong disposition in the Ad- 
ministration to foment divisions among the peo- 
ple of the United States, to incense one part of 
the citizens against the other, that, perhaps, when 
they were brought into that situation, and fury 
and madness reigned, they might attain ends 
which they knew never could be attained whilst 
they remained under the influence of reason. 
Until unequivocal evidence of a fact so alarming 
in its nature was adduced; until “proof strong as 
holy writ” appeared, he would not, therefore, be- 
lieve it. 

The committee had been told that the Execu- 
tive had never departed from his line of conduct 
but he had had serious cause to lament it. The 
allusion was well understood. Our affairs had 
called an eminent character from abroad. If the 
Executive of the United States had had serious 
cause to regret having once employed this charac- 


to justify every measure it has ever taken. In-j ter, that it should be formed of such materials as 


stead of denying the charge, gentlemen rejoice in 
the truth of it, and declare it has never been de- 
parted from but the Government has had cause 
_ to regret the departure. The gentleman from 
. Connecticut went further. Would not the Presi- 
. dent, said he, be guilty of inconsistency to admit 
any gentleman into the Government who had 
_ been opposed to the measures of the Executive ? 
“What! (exclaimed he) admit men who are dis- 
organizers; men whose opinions are calculated to 
produce confusion and to overthrow the Govern- 
ment!” And would that gentleman seriously and 
solemnly, before this assembly. undertake to ana- 
thematize, as hostile to every thing valuable in 
society, all those who think unfavorably of some 
of the measures of the Administration? If he 
did, Mr. B. believed the world at large would give 
him credit for the goodness of his heart! The 
world at large knew that many of the patriotic 
: and distinguished citizens of the United States, 
„from the most amiable motives which can actu- 
ate the human heart, dissented from the views of 
_the Executive; many who are as much devoted 
to, if not infinitely more so, and admirers of the 
onstitution, as those who make their boast of 
eing so. 

“Would that gentleman tell the committee, for 
instance, that if one of the legal characters of this 


to regret it, gave him concern. He believed the 
true interest of the country would wish him yet 
in that station. He believed we were indebted to 
him for the peace we now enjoyed; and, so far 
from regretting his having been in office, he fe- 
licitated the country in having had such a char- 
acter employed at the important moment in which 
he served the United States. 

The gentleman from Connecticut had proceeded 
to say, that no man who did not approve of 
the measures of the Executive could conscien- 
tiously accept of any office under Government. 
He differed in this, as he did in most other things 
with that gentleman. He thought the instance 
he had adduced was an exception; and he would 
produce others. Might not a man honestly ac- 
cept of a miltary office; a collector of duties; or 
almost any other office under Government, though 
his political opinions differed from that of the 
Executive ? ees 

His colleague had been very severely animad- 
verted upon for stating representative republi- 
can Governments as tending towards an adhesion 
of parts, and, by that means, towards corruption. 
He had imagined, from his acquaintance with 
that gentleman, that he would never have been 
charged with a want of attachment to- a- repub- 
lican Government, anda fair construction of what 
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he had advanced, would go to support that opin- 
ion. His wish was to preserve the Government 
in purity, and nothing more. 

Mr. B. concluded his observations by a remark 
upon what fell from the gentleman from Dela- 
ware, (Mr. Bayarp,) respecting the Presidents 
power of nominating to office making him more 
enemies than friends. He thought him entitled 
to all the celebrity of a new discovery; but, be- 
fore he sat down, he seemed to contravene this 
opinion, by stating it as the cause of the great 
power of the King of England, that he had so very 
extensive an appointment to office! He left the 
gentleman to reconcile two opinions so opposite. 

The committee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


Taurspay, January 23. 


A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they had passed the bill 
to amend the several acts for laying a duty on 
spirits and on stills, with amendments. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making appropriation for 
the service of the year 1798, which was twice read 
and committed. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill for 
suspending the act relative to foreign silver coin. 
were agreed to. 


PERSONS IMPRISONED FOR DEBT. 


Mr. Sırersaves moved that the Committee of 
the. Whole, to whom had been referred the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, and the 
report of the Attorney General, relative to the law 
for the relief of persons imprisoned for debt, be 
discharged from the further consideration of.them, 
in order that they might be referred to a select 
committee. which he should move to be appointed, 
to inquire whether any and what alterations are 
necessary in that law. Both motions were agreed 
to, and a committee of three appointed. 


RELATIONS WITH SPAIN. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE Uneren STATES : 


Gentlemen of the Senate and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


At the commencement of this session of Congress, I 
proposed, in the course of it, to communicate to both 
Houses, further information concerning the situation 
of our affairs in the Territories of the United States sit- 
uated’on the Mississippi river, and its neighborhood; 
our intercourse with the Indian nations; our relations 
with the Spanish Government, and the conduct of their 
officers arid agents. This information will be found in 
a report of the Secretary of State, and the documents 
accompanying it, which I now present to the Senate 
and House of Representatives. 

3 JOHN ADAMS. 


UNITED STATES, January 23, 1798. 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 

The House having again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the bill providing the 
means of foreign intercourse, and Mr. Nicuoras’s 
amendment being under consideration, 


Mr. FınpLerY believed, if the amendment under 
consideration had been argued only upon its proper 
vround, its expediency, he should not have troubled 
the House with any observations upon it; but 
this ground had been widely departed from. The 
arguments of gentlemen who supported it, had not 
only been misapprehended and misstated, but they 
themselves had been charged with the worst in- 
tentions. He had sat a whole session of Congress, 
and had not heard so many misrepresentations, 
and so much play upon words, as he had heard in 
this debate. ‘Though he did not possess the elo- 
quence and delivery of other gentlemen, he would, 
at least, endeavor to set them an example of can- 
dor. 

It might have been fairly argued, whether it 
was now expedient to narrow the extent of our 
diplomatic corps. This of itself would have af- 
forded a pretty large field of discussion, and upon 
this ground, he supposed, the question would be 
finally decided. Indeed, all questions which came 
before the House were determined upon the prin- 
ciple of expediency. ‘That the present question 
stands on this ground, was acknowledged by gen- 
tlemen on both sides of the House; for it had 
been admitted, by those opposed to the amend- 
ment, that if the President were to appoint a large 
number of Ministers, (a hundred had been men- 
tioned.) the House would be justified in refusing 
an appropriation. 

The gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Gris- 
woLD) had said, that the Constitution declared 
that the President should have the power of ap- 
pointing to office; but that the supporters of this 
amendment declared thecontrary. This was mis- 
representation. The question was not, who should 
be appointed, but what offices should be retained ; 
and he always understood it to be the proper busi- 
ness of the Legislature to institute offices, and. to 
fix the salaries of the persons who should fill them, 
but no further. The Constitution gave to the 
President the power of “appointing Ambassadors, 
other public Ministers, and Consuls, Judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United 
States, which shall be established by law.” There 
seemed to be a distinction between officers ap- 
pointed by the Constitution, and officers appointed 
by law. Foreiga Ministers and Judges were offi- 
cers appointed by the Constitution ; but did the 
Executive ever appoint a Judge before his office 
and salary were appointed by the Legislature ? 
no more than he would proceed to appoint mili- 
tary officers or Ambassadors, whose offices were 
not fixed by law. But it was yesterday said that. 
Congress had nothing to do with foreign inter- 
course, and that they had no right to investigate 
it. He was surprised to hear this. Was not the 
power of declaring war placed in Congress? And. 
was this power no way connected with our inter- 
course with foreign nations? And if the power 
of declaring war was in Congress, were not 
those powers also placed there which should 
enable them to judge upon the propriety of such 
a measure? They certainly were, since it was 
not expected that power should be exercised. 
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But the committee was told, if they exercised 
this power, that they should “stop the wheels of 
Government”—a favorite expression of a favorite 
author.* How was this to be done? If the doc- 
trines of the gentlemen opposed to this amendment 
were to prevail, they would, at least, stop the 
wheels of this House. But it was stated to be the 
intention of those who advocated this amendment, 
to check and counter-check the Government, 
until they stopped it altogether. This was a novel 
declaration. He believed the doctrine of checks, 
as had been stated, had been imported, because he 
did not believe the Aborigines knew anything of 
it; but if the Governments of this country were 
traced to their source, it would be found to be 
interwoven in them all. The patronage occa- 
sioned by appointments to office had always been 
a serious question in forming both State Govern- 
ments and the General Government. In some 
States power was divided between the Legislature 
and the Executive; in other States, the jealousy 
which existed in this respect had placed the power 
in the Legislature. Were it necessary for him to 
give an opinion on the subject, he should have no 
hesitation in declaring, that this power was im- 
proper to be placed in a Legislature; and that by 
placing it there, in endeavoring to avoid one evil, 
they laid the foundation for a greater. 

When the Constitution of the United States 
was under consideration, it was well known to 
those members of the committee who were pre- 
sent at that time, (and some he saw,) that this was 
an important question. It was thrown into differ- 
ent shapes, until at last it was adopted, as it ap- 
peared in the Constitution. This regulation was 
adopted upon principle, and was not a mere arbi- 
trary thing. The power of appointing to office 
was brought down by placing a part of it in the 
Legislature. It was further restrained by prohi- 
biting any member of the Legislature from enjoy- 
ing, during the period for which he was elected, 
any office which should have been created, or the 
emoluments of which should have been increased, 
during that time. Thus, holding up to view the 
avenues by which corruption was most likely to 
enter. 

But they had been told the President was a check 
upon the Legislature, the Senate upon the Presi- 
dent and House of Representatives; but that the 
House of Representatives had no check upon the 
Executive. If this was the nature of our Govern- 
ment. he must own he was ignorant of it, though 
it was well known he had been pretty conversant 
with it since it had an existence. He believed it 
‘was not without reason that the sole power of ori- 
ginating money-bills was placed in the House of 
Representatives, which was an actual check: he 
was early led to this opinion. When the Consti- 
tution was under consideration, this was asserted 
by men well acquainted with the subject as an 
effectual check; though it was also predicted that 
he day might arrive, though it was thought to be 
ery far distant, when it might be considered other- 


; completely within the power of Congress, the 


wise. But he was sorry to find that day was now 
come, so much sooner than it had been predicted. 
In the year 1796, our diplomatic intercourse was 
first enlarged. He then voted for it, not because 
he was convinced it was necessary, but because he 
had not an opportunity of knowing it was not ne- 
cessary ; and he therefore trusted to the Executive 
judgment—not that he considered himself as a 
mere machine, and that he was bound to appro- 
priate because the President had sent an estimate 
tothe House. This doctrine was not then avowed} 
if it had been, he believed it would have startled the 
House. He voted for it as a temporary measure}; 
and he did not think, if the appropriation was now 
withheld, that the House could be charged with 
entering into the Executive chair, and with doing 
Executive business. In order to keep the aoe 
aw 
had been passed only for two years, upon the same 
principle that the law was passed with respect to 
a standing army. He therefore submitted it to 
gentlemen to determine which was the new doc- 
trine, that in support of the amendment, or that 
produced against it. i 
In order to support the necessity of Ministers 
abroad, gentlemen had stated it to be their būsi- 
ness to watch the proceedings of foreign Courts. 
That this might have been the case, he had no 
doubt; but he believed we had no proof of this 
watchfulness of late. He feared they were more 


frequently employed in forming plots, with which 
We had a Minister at‘a 


they had no business. 
certain Court, he said, and though an order was 
issued which placed our commerce upon a most 
dangerous footing, yet we never heard of it, until 
we heard of its execution. Upon the whole, he 
believed Ministers Resident were equal to any 


business we had to do in foreign countries, and a 


salary of $4,500 had never been complained of as 
being too low. As to what gentlemen had said 
about other nations sending Ministers to this coun- 
try, and that, therefore, we ought to return Minis- 
ters of the same grade to them, this could not be 
a governing principle with this country. We had 
to consider our own advantage, and let foreign 
nations attend to theirs. : 

But it was observed, that no branch of Govern- 
ment was to be supposed capable of abusing its 
powers. This was contradicted by the Constitu- 
tion, for it had guarded against this abuse in the 
Executive. Gentlemen spoke of this amendment 
as calculated to injure the President; he did not 
see how that could be. Refusing to appropriate 
money for any object which he was of opinion 
ought to be effected, could be doing him no injury; 
if it were, he had been much injured during the 
Summer session, as Congress had declined to act 


upon several subjects which he had recommended: 


to them. 

The gentleman from Delaware, (Mr. Bayarb,) 
in speaking of the inconsiderable nature of the 
patronage of our Executive, to show there was no 
danger to be apprehended from an extension of it, 
compared it to the patronage of the Crown of Eng- 
land, the extensive source of which he did not con- 
sider as dangerous, but as necessary to preserve the 
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monarchy. To hear this doctrme on this floor 


astonished him, as well as the use made of it. 
Here, he stated, the patronage was not dangerous. 
Why? because a greater was necessary to the 
Monarch in Great Britain to preserve his power ; 
and, he supposed, as a necessary consequence, 
therefore, it was necessary here, to promote a mon- 
archy! Gentlemen delighted to dwell on this 
theme, and to prove that all danger was to be ap- 
prehended from popular Governments. It was his 
opinion that it was necessary, in order to preserve 
republican. purity in our Government, to guard 
against the extension of Executive patronage. He 
might call to his aid, to prove this, the history and 
experience of all ages and nations, which would 
show that republican Governments, corrupted, 
were worse than monarchies. Mr. F'. then took 
a view of the different popular Governments which 
had formerly existed in Europe, and showed that 
the spirit of despotism in the Executive had wholly 
destroyed and absorbed the popular branches. 

Ungenerous allusions, the tendency of which 
he did not understand, had been made against 
persons from foreign countries. It had been the 
constant policy of this country to admit as citi- 
zens, after a certain period, persons from all coun- 
tries. Our Constitution and laws admit of no 
distinction of citizens. Why, then, was it now 
thought to be dishonorable not to have been born 
in this country ? If this principle had been intro- 
duced sooner, he should have been saved some 
trouble; for he, though born in a foreign country, 
had been elected by the citizens of this country to 
transact their Legislative business for many years, 

‘and he did not think that they ever conceived 
their Representative would have heard it insinu- 
ated in this House, that he ought not, on that 
account, to be considered upon the same ground 
with other members. Lest this sentiment should 
not have had its force, it was repeated, stating, 
that our danger did not arise from foreign corres- 

ondence, but from the importation of foreigners. 

e did not know what all this meant, except it 
were to destroy the harmony existing between the 
citizens of the Union, who were of all countries. 
But in connexion with this, something had been 
said which seemed to show the aim of gentlemen. 
These persons were called enemies of Govern- 
ment, and were charged with making attempts 
to overset it, and even this amendment was stated 
as. being intended to have this effect. He asked 
whether such charges were addressed to the rea- 
son of that committee? The friends of the 
amendment had been charged with addressing 
the people out of doors; but surely nothing was 
better calculated than such charges to catch the 
public ear. But surely, if there were any attempt 
existing to. overturn the Government, it was a 
crime of a very high nature, and ought not to be 
passed over. 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Dennis) 
had said something about an attempt to overturn 
the Government, by this House, when the British 
‘Treaty was under consideration. He knew there 
was an attempt made to give a new sense to the 
Constitution ; an attempt was made to pass a 


| vote in its favor upon principle, instead of expe- 
| diency, and by doing so, to declare the House had 

no discretion in appropriating to carry into effect 
| a treaty; if that point had been carried, it would 
have been oversetting a well established Constitu- 
| tional principle, but it was not carried. 

Mr. F. acknowledged it were only a few men 
who made use of this violent kind of language, 
ane he knew their characters. They were chiefly 
j men who had been accustomed to make harangues 
in county courts, where such liberties were usually 
taken. 

Mr. Isaac PARKER apologized for rising in so 
late a stage of the debate, especially as he did not 
know that he should offer anything which was 
new upon the subject before them ; but he thought 
it necessary to state his opinion upon some things 
which fell from the gentleman from Virginia. 

He considered this amendment merely as a text 
thrown out for political discussion, the ground of 
which had been considerably changed. Indeed it 
was no uncommon thing when gentlemen found 
their measures meet with greater opposition than 
they expected, to endeavor to give them a differ- 
ent aspect. The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Brent,) yesterday, confined the object of the mo- 
tion to a narrower ground, and exhibited it in a 
less formidable shape than that in which it had 
before appeared. The mover of the amendment © 
set out with declaring it to be his intention to 
bring back our diplomatic intercourse to what it 
was in the year 1796; but there was no principle 
in that law similar to this amendment. There. 
was nothing there but an appropriation of money, 
without any reference to the grade of Ministers 
to be employed. 

But the gentleman wished to limit the patron- 
age of the Executive without bringing any proof 
that this power had been abused; but having no 
ground of this kind to go upon, the gentleman 
had invented a number of theories of his own, 
unsanctioned by experience. He stated that the 
form of a Government was of little consequence. 
For his part, he thought the people of this country 
were well assured of the importance of a republi- 
can form of Government so construed as to pre- 
serve its purity; but now they were told every- 
thing depended solely upon the execution of a 
Goverpment. 

In support of this principle, the gentleman had: 
asserted that Executive patronage was more dan- 
gerous in republican Governments than in monar 
chical ones. If this were true, he was misin 
formed by history. There were few Govern= 
ments in the world which partook of the republ 
can form; he knew of none but those of this 
country, Great Britain, and the present Govern? 
ment in France. All the other Governments 
with which he was acquainted, were either mon= 
archies with some small check, or civil despotisms.: 
All reforms which had taken place in the Euro- 
pean Governments had been produced by repre- 
sentative bodies. He instanced the Revolution i 
France, which he stated as being produced by thé 
King’s convoking a representative assembly “fot 
the purpose of extricating himself from his diffix 
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culties. But the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
P. stated, had said that the liberties of the people 
of England were in greater danger than if they 
had no representative body; but he believed the 
reform of that Government from an absolute to a 
limited monarchy, had been occasioned by the 
people. So soon as representatives of the people 
were admitted into the Government, the reform 
begun, and continued until it became much more 
beneficial to the people than it had before been. 

Mr. P. wished to examine into the fact whether 
republican Governments were not -preferable to 
any other. He believed that this country was 
indebted for its independence to the republican 
Governments of the individual States. If it had 
not. been for them, he believed, these States would 
still have been acolony under Great Britain. 
But, by- the people having the privilege of electing 
enlightened citizens into their Legislatures, who 
were aware of the disadvantages under which the 
country labored from being subject to a foreign 
Power, this disadvantage was shown to the peo- 
ple,,and it produced a spirit favorable to inde- 
pendence. He had therefore adopted a different 
opinion from that avowed by the gentleman from 

irginia; he believed a republican Government, 
the best possible Government for securing the 
liberties of a country. He believed there might 
be abuses in republican Governments, as well as 
others; but no fact had been adduced to show 
that abuses existed in our Government; nay the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. GALLATIN) 
acknowledged—and he was glad to hear the ac- 
knowledgment—that our Government was as yet 
tolerably pure. Why, then, go into measures to 
prevent mischiefs, which are unlikely to take 
place? But, it was said these mischiefs were to 
arise from the power of the President to appoint 
to office. It was true, the President had this 
power, but it was also true that the Senate parti- 
cipated with him in that power; so that if any 
patronage attended it, it was divided between the 
two departments, and it could not be supposed that 
the Senate, composed of gentlemen of the first 
talents, from the different parts of the Union, 
would be likely to misuse this power. They were 
a check upon the President, and there was no need 
of any other. 

But danger was apprehended from the Presi- 
dent’s appointing to office only men of opinions 
consonant to his own. He thought the arguments 
of gentlemen had been somewhat misstated on 
this ground. He had heard no gentleman con- 
tend, that if there should be a vacancy in an office, 
and a person of ability and integrity presented 
himself for it, though he might entertain some 
Opinions different from those of the Executive, or 
might think some of the members of the Admin- 
istration had been wrong, that, on that ground 
merely, he should be rejected. If they did, he 
should not join them. His opinion was, however, 
ethat if there were a set of gentlemen averse to 


sufficient to know that a business was recom- 
mended by the Executive for them to condemn it, 
that these gentlemen ought not to be appointed to 


every measure of Government, to whom it was | 


office, as it might be supposed that such persons 
would rather retard than assist in the execution of 
the measures of Government. For instance, sup- 
pose there were some citizens in the country (and 
he had heard there were) who declared that the 
excise law, or carriage tax, were unconstitutional 
or improper, would it be prudent or right to ap- 
point persons of this description to collect those- 
taxes? Certainly not; they would create an op- 
position to the Government by rendering those 
laws obnoxious. 

But it was said, this preference for men of cer- 
tain opinions, if the business of foreign Ministers 
was continued, might have an improper influence 
upon the members of the Legislature. He thought 
few gentlemen in Congress were capable of being 
operated upon by an expectation of appointments 
to office; besides, if the President were to act 
consistently with the principles which gentlemen: 
attributed to him, he would not choose gentlemen 
from thence who were active in support of Exe- 
cutive measures; he would rather wish to retain . 
them in their present situation. 

To those gentlemen who thought Consuls were 
equal to every business which we had to settle 
abroad, he would say, that the duty of Consuls 
was well known and defined by our laws; it only 
related to individusls of this country who might: 
have occasion to go to foreign countries, and who 
might require assistance from them. There was 
no instance, he believed, of any representation be- 
ing made from one Government to another, by: 
means of Consuls. If it were necessary to have 
any such representation made, it was proper, 
therefore, to leave the business in the hands of the 
President and Senate, who would best determine to 
what place Ministers ought to be sent, and what: 
should be their grade. He should, therefore, vote- 
against the amendment; and although some 
gentlemen might vote in favor of it, thinking it 
did not interfere with the Constitutional powers of. 
the Executive, yet it was his opinion, if it were: 
voted for upon the ground stated by the mover of 
it, it would infringe upon those powers, more es- 
pecially as the gentleman himself had declared: 
that, though he did not mean at present to attempt 
an overturning of the whole diplomatic corps, he 
meant to do it at some future period. 

The committee rose and had leave to sit again. 


Wenpnespay, January 24. 
DUTY ON SPIRITS AND STILLS. 


The amendment of the Senate to the bill for 
amending the several acts laying a duty upon 
spirits and stills, was taken up and disagreed. to. 
Before the House rose, the bill was returned from 
the Senate, with their resolution. to adhere to their 
amendment. This amendment was to strike out 
the provision which allowed licenses to be taken 
out for a week. : 

FOREIGN INTERCOURSE» 


The House again resolved. itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill providing the 
means of foreign intercourse; and, Mr. NicmoLas’s 
amendment being under consideration a 
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Mr. Crax said, he did not know that what he 
should offer might be thought of much importance 
by the committee, but he thought the importance 


of the subject a sufficient apology for offering his ; 


sentiments upon the oceasion. Having been kept 
from the House by indisposition when the gentle- 
man from Virginia introduced his motion to the 


House, he had been indebted to the reports which ` 


had been given of his sentiments in the papers for 
his knowledge of them. As that gentleman had, 


on a late occasion, given it as a reason for post- ; 
poning the subject which respected the arming of | 


merchant vessels, that the question would have a 


tendency to destroy that harmony and unanimity ; 


which was so desirable to be at this crisis pre- 
served, he should have supposed the same motive 
would have led him to have postponed this mea- 
sure to a period when unanimity and harmony 


might have been of less consequence, as no prin- | 


ciple could have been brought into discussion 
which was capable of producing more heat and 
party spirit than the present. He was not sur- 


prised, however, that this gentleman had seized | 
with such avidity an opportunity of bringing for- | 


ward a motion which, in its consequences, struck 
at the very existence of Government, nor did he 
complain that he had chosen to criminate all those 


who opposed the motion as being unfriendly to | 
He was. 
one of those who believed, from a view of the: 


the purity of Republican Government. 


state of parties in this country, that little could be 
obtained by concession, he had, therefore, resolved 
never to give way from any such motive in future, 
when he thought it was important to carry any 
measure into effect. He was not surprised at this 
measure, because it was only a continued link of 
that chain of opposition which had commenced 
with the present Government ; and, notwithstand- 
ing the ingenuity of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. Finp.ey,) he considered the question 
as containing an important principle, and a prin- 
ciple which had frequently received the negative 
of that House. It was this: Whether the House 
of Representatives should be established in the 
right, which some gentlemen claimed, of exercis- 
ing, upon all occasions, an unlimited discretion, 
when called upon to appropriate money, on the 
acts of the Executive; which was, in fact, whe- 
ther that House should take all the powers of the 
Government into its own hands. 

It had been said, that the doctrines which had 
been avowed on this occasion proved that there 
were two parties in that House and in the country. 
He believed it; and though the declaration might 
alarm some gentlemen, so long as he had a seat in 
that House, he should boast of being one of a 
party; for those who denied the existence of par- 
ties, must shut their eyes and ears to every thing 


| It might be inquired, how this evil is to be re- 
‘medied? It could not be cured in that House; 
but it was their duty to inform the people that 
such was the situation of things, and the remedy 
lay with them. When they saw the evil, the 
:eure could easily be effected by means of their 
` elections. 

| But the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
; GALLATIN) thought the people were with him 
land his friends in opinion. If he meant to in- 
clude him and his constituents, and ‘the opinion 
was well founded, he acknowledged his unfitness 
| to represent them, because he could never give the 
doctrine of those gentlemen his sanction; but he 
| did not believe in the assertion, and had no objec- 
i tion to make the appeal. If, indeed, he couid be- 
| lieve that the people gave credit to all the imputa- 
i tions and criminations made on that floor and 


: elsewhere, not only upon this question, but upon 
‘many others, he might be led to believe that their 
; opinion was as stated ; but he had a better opinion 
of the people of the United States than to believe 
that this was the case. 

Mr. C. said, he meant not to excite unnecessary 
alarm; but it must be allowed that such a crisis 
of affairs might not be far distant as might call 
| for all the resolution and energy of the country. 
At such a period, was it not desirable that the 
Executive should meet with the full support and 
confidence of the people? It surely was; but he 
| did not think the present measure calculated to 
; produce this effect. 
| The first instance in which it had been attempted 
| to establish the principle now contended for was 
when an appropriation for carrying the British 
! Treaty into effect was under consideration; and 
' notwithstanding the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
| nia (Mr. Finney) had said that the question was 
! then decided upon the expediency of the measure, 
i and notupon principle, yet, so far as his recollection 
¡served him. the contrary was the case. [Mr. F. 
‘again repeated his opinion.] Mr. C. said, that 
| without dwelling upon this point, he would refer 
| to others. That House had endeavored to destroy 
| the Mint establishment by refusing an appropria- 
i tion, which would have had the effect to repeal a 
law which it required the whole Legislature to 
; pass, and which, in the usual course, would require 
|a majority of both Houses to repeal. The same 
{attempts had been repeatedly made in respect to 
| the frigates; it had also been tried in reducing - 
ithe Military Establishment. But, notwithstand- 
| ing these repeated attempts had failed of success, 
ia motion was now brought forward, the effect of ’ 
; which was to destroy our system of diplomatic 
| intercourse (which had been established by the 
| Executive, he doubted not with due consideration) * 


| by withholding an appropriation. If ever the 


they heard and saw. And if the fact be so, why | House of Representatives should be successful in 
deny it? It was no secret out of the walls of this | establishing their right thus to check the opera- 
House, and it was necessary the declaration should | tion of the Executive department, then he should: 
be made that the evil might be cured. The peo- | consider that all the departments of Government 
ple were not now to be informed that there were | were brought to their feet. Away, then, with the. 
parties existing in. that House; but there was a | independence so much boasted of in the different 
truth of which they ought to be informed, viz: | departments of Government! Where,’ then 
that there was a party which was systematized. | would be the ground of our stability, our security; 
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or our confidence? In vain would it be to look 
to the Senate or to the Executive ; they would 
be prostrated at the magnetic touch of the House 
of Representatives. 

Every effort had been called forth on former 
occasions in support of this untenable doctrine; 
the most artful arguments had been addressed to 
the members of the House, as it was well known 
that there was always a natural propensity in pub- 
lic bodies rather to increase than to diminish their 
powers. Attempts on such occasions were also 
made to enlist the people on their side by raising 
jealousies against the different departments, by 
showing that it was possible they might have ob- 
jects in view which were incompatible with the 
public interest, so as almost to induce a belief that 
whatever could be taken from the other branches 
of Government, and added to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, would be so much gained by the people. 
And when gentlemen opposed these encroach- 
ments, they were represented as being supporters 
of Executive measures to the disadvantage of the 
people. But the true reason was, because these 
men were firmly attached to the Government as 
established, and determined to preserve its balance 
and harmony, and to protect the whole, by giving 
to each its proper power; because they were de- 
termined to oppose every change in the Govern- 
ment not introduced in a Constitutional manner. 
But whenever a controversy arose between that 
House and the other departments of Government, 
it was always represented that the House of Re- 
presentatives was the peculiar guardian and pro- 
tector of the people, and that the powers placed in 

` the other departments were perpetually liable to 
abuse; and, because this was the case, they ought 
not therefore to be trusted. He believed the people 
too well understood the nature of our Government 
to be thus imposed upon. He believed they were 
not now to be informed that all power emanated 
from them, and that wherever it was placed by 
the Constitution, the possessor of it was re8ponsi- 
ble to them for its execution. He believed they 
looked upon the Executive department with as 
favorable an eye as upon any other department of 
the Government. . He did not believe they had 
created any office, and filled it with men of their 
own choice, to be an object of jealousy and fear; 
nor did he believe that they meant that House to 
be a Court of Inquisition, to sit in judgment upon, 
or to define all the acts of the other departments 
of Government. He believed the people saw they 
had other checks less liable to be abused—they 
saw them in the departments themselves. In the 
Executive department, the. people had a security 
an the manner and period of his election—in the 
‘persuasion that he cannot have interests different 
Pon those of the great mass of the people—in the 
high responsibility of his station—in his liableness 
to punishment for misconduct—and in the con- 
sideration that he must either be a native Ameri- 
can or have been a citizen prior to the adoption 
of the present Government. 

-Mr._C. said he had often thought it would be 
orth while to inquire what would be the effect 
produced upon a stranger who should enter the 


House in the midst of a debate like the present, 
when gentlemen gave vent to the most indiscrim- 
inate censure of the Executive, and of all those 
who supported him, and when they represented 
the pevonaes of the Executive as likely to over- 
whelm the Government. Would he not consider 
the Presidential Chair as filled by some foreign 
despotic Viceroy, unlimited in his power—a man 
of no respectability or fellow-feeling? But what 
would his surprise be when informed of the charac- 
ter and situation of the man against whom all 
these charges were brought! 

- Much had been said about Executive patronage; 
but he believed the observations were too ridicu- 
lous to merit serious consideration. They might 
serve to frighten weak minds, or alarm children, 
but on men of common sense they could produce 
no effect. Nor did he believe there was weight 
sufficient in anything which had been offered in 
support of this amendment to create an opposition 
to the Executive, which would ultimately destroy 
the Government. It would destroy it, because no 
department of Government could resist the House 
of Representatives in such an opposition.. When, 
therefore, it arrives at that point, it will have ar- 
rived to that crisis of tyranny predicted by the 
mover of the amendment. There would then be 
a new Government; and from such a Govern-. 
ment and such a tyranny he prayed Heaven to. 
protect him. 

Shall gentlemen, then, who oppose measures. 
which would lead to this tyranny be branded as. 
heroes of the Executive, as partisans laboring to 
extend Executive influence? Should men pos- 
sessed of the first talents in the country be charged 
in their conduct with looking forward to offices . 
under Government? And notwithstanding’ the 
jesuitical explanation which had been given to 
the. amendment by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. Finptey,) of the effect it was intended 
to produce, there was no doubt it was meant to 
affect the present state of our diplomatic agents ; 
if not, there was no reason for its introduction at 
this time. Nor had he any doubt that the charge 
of influence was meant to apply to the . present 
Legislature, or why talk about gentlemen coming 
to the House with commissions in their pockets ? 

But were the loaves and fishes placed in the 
hands of the Executive worthy of all this jealousy ? 
He thought the President must have the power of. 
working miracles, as of old, before more should 
fall to the share of any public officer than was ne- 
cessary for a bare subsistence. Then why was 
this alarm of patronage created? He saw nothing 
in this bill but what was perfectly harmless. Why, 
then, was the House of Representatives placed in 
battle array against the Executive? Had the Ex- 
ecutive abused the power placed in him, or em- 
ployed it unwisely ? - No one had said he: had: 
abused his power, and they were not placed in a 
situation to judge how wisely or unwisely he had 
employed it. 

But it was said, that the House’ had a right-to 
legislate upon this question, and that it would be 
wise and proper to destroy the. whole diplomatic 
corps; if so, they had an- equal right to determine 
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they would not break off this foreign intercourse, / 


to say what the establishment should be, how 
many Ministers should be employed, what should 
be their grade, and where they should be sent ; 
because, once establish the right to deliberate at 
all upon the subject, and they might go all lengths 
upon it. 
President had acted unwisely, or wrong, in ap- 
pointing the Ministers which had been appointed, 
he supposed he must come to the bar of the House 
to defend himself, and give the reasons upon which 
he had acted. : 

Mr. C. considered the power to refuse an ap- 
propriation, and the Constitutional right to do it, 
as different things. Perhaps gentlemen founded 
their arguments on power. He knew it was in 
the power of the departments to destroy each 
other, but he denied that they hada Constitutional 
right todo so. They had the power to refuse to 
appropriate for the salary-of the President him- 
self, or for the Judges; but no one could say the 
House would act rightly in doing it. 

He did not think it necessary to undertake a 
defence of the conduct of the President for having 


determined to make choice of men to office of a | 


certain opinion; he believed the determination 
was dictated by common prudence. Nor did he 
believe that the time would ever arrive when the 
President would be driven to the alternative of 
choosing men devoid of talents and of virtue, or 


from men of a different description; nor did | 
he believe that he would appoint demagogues to | 
office who sing hallelujah to any measure of the | 


Executive. 

Nor did he think the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Brent) very fortunate in speaking of the 
embassy of a certain Minister, whom he supposed. 
had been alluded to, when it was said the Gov- 
ernment had always reason to regret a departure 
from the rule of choosing men of a certain opin- 
ion to office. He might concede all that gentle- 
man advanced in his favor, and not pass any pan- 
egyric upon him. He might admit that our pres- 
ent situation with the French Republic was due 
to the efforts of that gentleman, as he believed it 
was such as every friend of the welfare and hap- 
piness of the country would wish to see greatly 
changed. 

Mr, C. then took notice of the doctrine of checks 
advanced by Mr. Brent, and declared it calcu- 
lated to produce hostility and warfare between 
the different departments of Government; and if 
it were correct, he should agree with his colleague 
that republican Governments have, of all others, the 
most direct tendency to anarchy and despotism. 

“The gentleman last up, from Pennsylvania, had 


complained loudly of abuse and harsh language, | 


and that the advocates of the amendment had 
been charged with intention of overturning the 
Government; yet that very gentleman had said 
there were. those who called the Executive the 
Government, and charged gentlemen with having 
learned their-abuse in county courts. He believed 
there were other schools of this kind, or he should 
have been at a loss to know whence other gentle- 
men had acgvired:their knowledge. 


But, if the House were to declare the | 


Mr. C. denied that the power to declare war, 
i placed in the House of Representatives, gave 
_ them any right to interfere in the business of for- 
: eign intercourse. He called the doctrine of checks, 
i which was contended for, a fifth wheel in the 
| Government, which was calculated to overturn it. 
: Mr. Č. concluded his observations by referring 
_ to a debate, which took place in the first session of 
| Congress, on a bill providing for the expense of an 
: Indian treaty, on a motion, which was carried, to 
| strike out the number of Commissioners to be em- 
| ployed. This motion was made by Mr. Sepa- 
| WICK, and, he said, seconded by Mr. Maison, on 
| the ground of its being an improper interference 
with the Executive duty. He quoted this to 
prove that it was an early construction of the Con- 
stitution, that it was wholly Executive business to 
| determine the number and grade of agents to be 
employed abroad. 

Mr. Finpvey explained. 

Mr. W. C. Cratporne wished to offer a few 
reasons for his vote on this question ; but as there 
were not more than twenty minutes to come be- 
fore the hour of adjournment, to appease any im- 
; patience which the committee might feel at his 
| rising at so late an hour, he would assure them he 
| would not exceed that hour. 
| He was clear that the House had a right to re- 
t 
| 


strict our diplomatic appointments, so far as rela- 
ted to the appropriation of money; and he was 
convinced that the good of the country required 
an exertion of that right on the present occasion. 

He was convinced also that that part of the 
Constitution which had placed the care of the 
Treasury in the hands of the House of Represent- 
atives, had greatly recommended it to the people 
of the United States; and, if ever that valuable 
deposite was parted with, the affection of the citi- 
zens towards the Government will be greatly 
lessened; and he further believed that if it were 
one of the political tenets of the gentleman who 
had just sat down, (and his arguments declared it 
to be so,) that the doors of the Treasury, so far as 
| relates to foreign intercourse, shall always be opened ` 
at the will of the Executive, that this very honor- ` 
able gentleman and his adherents would not long 
be the favorite politicians of America. But candor 
impelled him to declare that the saving of a few- 
thousand dollars was not his chief motive in sup- 
porting this amendment; he considered it of infi- 
nitely more importance as a check to the growth 
of our foreign political connexions—connexions 
which he had for several years viewed as dan- 
gerous to the welfare of this country. 

Situated as the United States are, at a great dis- 
tance from the transatlantic world, unambitious 
of conquests, and blessed with a Government: 
formed by the people, and highly pleasing to a 
large majority of them, what, said he, have we to 
do with the politics of Europe?—with that conė 
tinual confusion and warfare occasioned by the 
constant desire to preserve the balance of power sò 
| necessary for the existence of small nations, sur’: 
rounded as they are by more powerful nations ? 
| These were evils which called for the sympathy of 
i the finest feelings of humanity for distress; but 
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they were events with which we, as a nation, had | 

nothing to do. It was our concern to preserve 

harmony with all nations; to follow the peaceful 
ursuits of our agriculture; to afford to our unof- 
ending commerce such a protection as we are 
enabled to do, without oppressiag our agriculture; 
but to keep aloof from the intrigues and designs 
of European Princes, as well as Republics. 

With this view of the subject, he saw no neces- 
sity for this extensive political intereourse. He 
believed it was of no use. Was it found that 
when England determined to despoil our com- 
merce, that it was in the power of one of our Min- 
isters there to prevent it? Or, if other maritime 
Powers were disposed to do the same, could our 
Ministers avert the evil? He believed not. But 
had not our foreign political connexions been at- 
tended with serious evils? To what was our 

resent critical situation owing, but to this? 

hat, more than this, tended to produce quarrels 
with foreign Governments, and of course to en- 
danger our tranquillity at home? He appealed 
': to every experienced man whether we had any- 
thing more to fear than this. 

. But, were there no further mischiefs to be ap- 
prehended from this policy? Would not foreign 
politics be introduced, which might bring about 
a change of sentiments and views in the country ? 
‘Was this desirable in America? Or, would it 
not rather prove the bane of its liberty? Among 
the things most to be dreaded was, however, the 
introduction of a foreign interest into our councils. 
And ought we not, he asked, to close every door 
to its entrance, as a necessary precaution to se- 
eure our freedom and happiness? He was of 
opinion that this was the truest policy which 
America could pursue. 

The committee had been told that this was not 
the proper time to retrench our diplomatic corps. 
But the same gentleman had stated Europe as 
convulsed to its centre; as disregarding the law 
of nations; where, they state, villany as reigning 
triumphant, and where the principles of morality 
and virtue had but few supporters. If this were 
true, surely no time was more proper than the 
present to reduce our. present establishment; for, 
if the times were so iniquitous, what possible 
good could honest American Ministers render to 
their country from a residence in those countries? 

The committee had also been told by the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, that so great was the thirst 
for conquest in those countries, that, for aught he 
‘knew, a compact might now be making to en- 
‘slave America; and he adduced this as a reason 
for continuing what he called our honorable spies 
‘abroad. Ina little circle of one of the cantons of 
‘Switzerland, on a question like this, such a sug- 
gestion might be entitled to some little weight; 
but, upon this floor, it was not surely worthy of 
‘consideration. For, let it be remarked, that an 
mmense ocean separates the United States from 
those countries, and a late attempt to enslave 
merica had produced, to use a hacknied phrase, 
n awful lesson to the world how future attempts 
fthis kind were made. . i 
Eor his own. part he was surprised that: this | 


motion had been so much opposed. Provision 
was made for the two great belligerent countries, 
and there seemed to be no objection to a Minister 
Plenipotentiary being sent to Spain. With re- 
spect to other Powers, he saw no oceasion for our: 
sending Ministers to them. 

The observations of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia had had considerable weight on his mind.. 
That gentleman had, from experience, informed 
the committee what took place under the Confed- 
eration. In the infancy of our national Govern- 
ment, the policy of sending Ministers to foreign 
Courts was much gone into; but he told them 
experience soon evinced that it was a dangerous 
policy, and at the origin of the present Govern- 
ment they were almost wholly discontinued, 
This was the wisdom of experience, which he 
greatly relied upon. 2 

The gentleman from Maryland, who had just 
sat down, complained of abuse from gentlemen 
favoring this amendment; though he believed: 
everything of this kind had come from the oppo-. 
site quarter. He asked who it was that told the 
committee “that there were persons within these 
walls, whose object was to overthrow the Gov- 
ernment?’ And here he would remark, that 
when the observation was made, the persons 
charged should have been pointed out; as, making 
the observation, without pointing out the persons, 
was an illiberal and ungenerous general reflec- 
tion. Who was it that said that the present ques- 
tion was, “the Government and the people on one 
side, and the gentleman from Virginia and his. 
friends on the other ?” 

Did that member suppose that the favorers of 
the amendment were less independent in their 
sentiments, and less the friends of the American 
people, than he was? When he looked round 
that committee, among the friends of the amend- 
ment, he saw men who ranked high in the esti- 
mation of the American people; whose characters 
were well known; and it would be heard with 
astonishment that a doubt injurious to them had 
ever been entertained in this House. Mr. C. said 
he believed the time he had allotted to himself. 
was expired, and sat down. ; 

The committee rose and had leave to sit again: 


Tuurspay, January 25. 


NaruanigL Freeman, Jr., from the State of 
Massachusetts, appeared and took his seat. 

The Speaxer laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in pursuance 
of a resolution of the House of the 2d of Febru- 
ary last, with a plan for regulating the dutiés on 
imposts and tonnage; which was referred to the 
Committee of Commerce and Manufactures. 

The amendment of the Senate-to ‘the bill for 
amending the several acts relative to the duties. 
on spirits and on stills, which they had adhered 
to, (and, of course, excluded any conference, which 
is usual in cases of disagreement,) was taken up, 
and the former disagreement of the House to it 
was receded from. a 

Mr. Ciorron ‘presented the petition of sundry 
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persons of the State of Virginia, stating that the | when the amendment, which has for several days 


quantity of coal in that country was inconeciva-| been under co 


bly great, and praying national encouragement to 

their collieries. Referred to the Committee of 

Commerce and Manufactures. : 
A message was received from the Senate, in- 


forming the House that they had passed the bill | 


for placing certain 
with amendments. 
and referred them and the bill to the Committee 
of Claims. 


LAND TITLES IN TENNESSEE. 


On motion of Mr. W. C. Cuarporng, the un- 
finished business of yesterday was postponed, and 
the House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the report of a select committee on the memo- 
rial of the Legislature of Tennessee, together with 
the Message of the President relative to that sub- 
ject, Mr. Kirrera in the Chair; when the reso- 
lution reported by the committee having been first 
negatived, the committee passed that formerly in- 
troduced by Mr. Macon, first filling up the blank 
with the amount of the estimate sent to the House 
by order of the President, viz: with $25,880, for 
the purpose of holding a treaty with the Indians. 


persons on the pension list, 


The committee then rose,and the House being re- | 
sumed, Mr. Macon moved to postpone the consi- | 


deration of the disagreement of the Committee of 
the Whole to the report of the select committee, 
which contemplated, in addition to the treaty, 
some relief being afforded to the persons who had 
been driven off their lands, to the second Monday 
in February ; which motion being carried, the re- 
solution agreed to by the Committee of the Whole 
was concurred in by the House, and a committee 
appointed to bring in a bill accordingly. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT. 


Mr. Sırersaves, from the committee appointed 
to prepare articles of impeachment against Wil- 
liam, Blount, reported the said articles. They 
were five in number. The first charged the said 
Willian’ Blount with intending to carry into 
effect an hostile -expedition in favor of the Eng- 
lish against the Spanish possessions of Louisiana 
and Florida; the second, with attempts to engage 
the Creek and Cherokee Indians in the sald expe- 
dition; the third, with having alienated the affec- 
tions of the said Indians from Ben. Hawkins, an 


agent of the United States among the Indians, the | 


better to answer his said purposes, the fourth, 
with having seduced James Carey, an interpreter 
of the United States among the Indians, for the 
purpose of assisting in his criminal intentions ; 
and the fifth, with having attempted to diminish 
the confidence of the Cherokee Indians in relation 
to the boundary line, which had been run in con- 
Sequence of the treaty which had been held be- 
tween the United States.and the said Indians. 
This resolution was committed for Monday. 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


The. House then again resolved. itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the bill providing 
the means of intercourse. with foreign nations ; 


The House took them up, | 


H 
i 
} 


‘department he had alluded to; 


nsideration, having been read, no 
gentleman rising, the Chairman was about to put 
the question upon it, when 

Mr. Nicwouas rose—Expecting some other 
gentleman would have opened the debate, he said 
he had not held himself in readiness to enter upon 
a reply which he felt himself called upon to make 
to a number of observations which had been 
brought forward on the present occasion. 

He had been represented, in the course of the 
debate, as being in favor of monarchical Govern- 
ments, rather than republics, and as saying that 
republics were more dangerous to liberty than any 
other sort of Government. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts had astonished him, when he de- 
clared that he had begun his speech, on introducing 
the motion to the House, by stating that republics 
were more liable to corruption, and more unfavor- 
able to liberty, than despotic monarchies. He 
could not have supposed that such a position could 
have entered into any person’s mind, and he was 
sorry to think any member should have deemed 
it necessary to go into arguments to prove the su- 
periority of a republican over a monarchical Gov- 
ernment. He was surprised that arguments like 
these should be brought forward in answer toany- 
thing which fell from him; because, if there were 
a man on earth exclusively devoted to republican 
Governments, it was he—for he would fly from a 
monarchical Governmentas far as the earth would 
give limits. 

Tbe gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. PAR- 
KER) had stated that the republican spirit had 
continually overturned monarchies. He knew it; 
and he would find nothing in his sentiments which 
stated that republics were more liable to eorrup- 
tion than monarchies; but that republies were 
liable to be destroyed by an excess of influence in 
the Executive, he believed—and he said so again. 

He was not so much surprised that the gentle- 
man from Connecticut should have availed him- 
self of the opportunity of making a declaration in 
favor of republican Government, by misrepresent- 
ing what he had said, as hitherto he had given no 
substantial proofs of his attachment to it. He 
said “by misrepresenting,” because he had stated 
him as saying that every thing was to depend. 
upon feeble minorities, in opposition to majori 
ties. The words “feeble minorities” could’ not 
be so distorted. What he had said was, that it 
would not be in the power of a feeble minority to 
attract the public mind to the danger by which. 
the Government should be threatened, in case of 
the corruption which he predicted as possible to: 
exist. It was to this appeal to the public mind— © 
to the sentiments of the people over their mis- 
guided Representatives, which he considered as 
the safeguard of a republic, to which he alluded. 
That gentleman had no apprehension from feeble 
minorities; but he feared the sense of the people 
would be awakened to the abuses of power in the’. 
for it was the thë- 
ory of gentlemen opposed to this amendment that. 
it was not right to disturb the departments of 
Government; and that the people ought not to 
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trouble themselves about the execution of its 
measures. 

A colleague of that gentleman’s (Mr. Dana) 
had charged him with addressing the galleries, 
rather than the members of the committee. Upon 
this subject he wished to be understood. A cla- 
mor of this kind had frequently been raised. He 
was ready to confess that he wished what he said 
not to be confined within those walls, but to go 
beyond them, and produce an effect upon the pub 
lic mind; and if the doors of the House were to 
be shut, and there was no chance of his sentiments 

oing abroad, his seat should be vacated to the 
frst person who would accept of it. 

Butit was said that what had fallen from him 
with respect to the liability of corruption to creep 
into republican Governments, was a serious at- 
tack upon the republican system itself; but he 
believed those gentlemen who were continually 
flattering the system, and. thereby depriving ‘the 
people of a proper caution, were greater enemies 
to this system of Government than those who 
advised caution against undue encroachments 
upon it. f : 

Gentlemen had said thatthe effect of this amend- 
- ment could not be what he declared it to be, to 

operate at a distant time, and not immediately. 
The gentleman from Delaware had said this could 
not be the case unless a new clause were to be in- 
troduced. This he knew, but there would be no 
difficulty in it. This difficulty had arisen from a 
want of candor in the drawer of the bill. Gen- 
tlemen concur in considering this provision as for 
a permanent establishment, though the latter ap- 
propriation was introduced merely as a temporary 

rovision. It was originally so introduced; but 

aving been repeatedly sanctioned, as the gentle- 
man from South Carolina (Mr. Haregr) had de- 
clared it had, it ought now to have been consider- 
ed equallypermanent with the other. 

It would be understood, Mr. N. supposed, by 
many persons who heard of this debate, that there 
was a party in that House who were dissatisfied 
at not being likely to get any office under Govern- 
ment, and that therefore they were determined to 
obstruct Governmental measures as much as pos- 
sible. Insinuations of this kind had been made, 
and they would not fail of gaining credit with 
some people. His motive was entirely misunder- 
stood. When he complained of the President 
confining his appointments to office to men of his 
own opinion, it was not because he wanted office 
either for himself or his friends, but because he 
believed the measure would produce serious mis- 
chief to the public. Nor was it of any change of 
principle that he complained, because he believed 
it was no new practice ; but it was because it held 
out an improper temptation. It said, in effect, 
come and act with us and you will be entitled to 
office, l 

The gentleman from. South Carolina had ac- 
< quitted the supporters of thisamendment of want- 

ing the offices for themselves; he called them pal- 
try; and unworthy of acceptance. He stated their 
ambition as going farther. Nothing would serve 
_ them but popular applause, and to have the direc- 


tion of public sentiment. He considered - this 
House as a theatre upon which members acted 
for public applause. For his own part, he did not 
think he possessed a talent for public speaking; 
but if the House was to be considered as a public 
theatre, he thought that gentleman himself would 
make the most conspicuous figure upon the stage. 
But the gentleman added that this clamor of 
opposition had existed in other countries, and 
would continue to exist. It had existed, he said, 
in England many years; and this, he supposed, 
was to reconcile this country to it. The same 
predictions with respect to the excessive patron- 
age of the Executive, Mr. N. said, had been made 
in that country, but disregarded. And he recom- 
mended that they should now be disregarded; 
meaning, he supposed, that the people of: this 
country would be contented to be in the same sit- 
uation with the people of England. But if there 
was something in the situation of that country 
which every unprejudiced man must think would 
have been better avoided, and which would have 
been avoided if the clamor which the gentleman 
says is common to all countries, had been. attend- 
ed to in due time, this was an argument which 
ought to induce the people of the United States 
to attend in time to this clamor. Not that. all 
clamor was to be attended to ; but he doubted net 
that the people would be able to discriminate, be- 
tween that which ought and that which ought not 
to be attended to. ie 
Mr. N. considered the subject of this bill as on 
of the most important that could come before the 
Legislature, for he attributed all our misfortunes 
to this source. He thought we ought to have no 
political connexion with Europe, but be consid- 
ered, in relation to that continent, as mere buyers 
and venders of their manufactures. With respect 
to this Government, the power contended for, 
which would empower the Executive to send 
Ministers to every Court in Europe, was every 
thing. Read the Constitution and see what was 
committed to it, and what would be its power, if 
this doctrine were to prevail. It would be the 
screw which would raise or sink the Government 
at its pleasure. Was the declaration. of war.an 
important trust? And would it not be in: the 
power of the Executive, if the ground contended 
for was established, to bring the country intosuch 
a situation as to oblige Congress to declare war? 
At present, there were few people who did not 
trace our situation to causes growing out of our 
diplomatic establishment. There was a-difference 
of opinion, it was true, as to the conduct of the 
Executive. Some thought it perfectly unblame- 
able and proper; others declare.it not only to: be’ 
improper in itself, but intended to bring the coun- 
try to the situation we are in. It was not.impor- 
tant for him to inquire into this business; it. was 
enough to show that the President had at any 
time the power of producing this effeet when- he 
pleased, and whether it was done by design or ac- 
cident, it was the same thing to the country: Per- 
haps the actors in the ‘business were the only: per- 
sons who did not attribute our misfortunes to this 
source, ; à = : 
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He believed we were placed in such a situation 
as always to be liable to be thus involved from 
our commercial connexions. The commerce of 
this country would always create a partiality for 
Great Britain; the extensive credits which were 
obtained from them, and the continued extension 
of that trade, would constantly operate that way. 
It would, therefore, require considerable caution 
to prevent too close a political connexion being 
formed with that country. 

But it was said there was no danger, and that 
in this question the Constitution and the people 
Were on one side, and the faction, or the support- 
ers of this amendment, on the other. If this were 
true, he owned they ought to stop here; but he 
understood the Constitution as speaking a very 
different language, and he thought that gentle- 
men produced this doctrine merely by construc- 
tion, In opposition to the plain meaning of the in- 
strument. The Constitution provided for the 
appointment of Ministers by the President, but it 
only gave him the power partially, because their 
salaries were fixed by Congress; that part of the 
Constitution which declares that no money shail 
be taken from the Treasury but by law, was an 
effectual check upon that power. Language 
could not be plainer. Those who advocated a 
contrary doctrine, did not adduce their arguments 
from the Constitution. They barely asserted that 
it was so, and that those who would not believe it 
were disorganizers. Most of the gentlemen op- 
posed to the amendment had insisted that the 
Executive had the power of checking the Le- 
gislature, but that it was not the intention of the 
Constitution that the Legislature should check 
the Executive. This stood upon no better ground 
than “it is so because it is so.” 

The gentleman from Delaware had said that 
that House had no check upon the Executive, be- 
cause his powers were defined, and theirs were 
not. The question was, what is the definition of 
the Executive power? They were endeavoring 
to ascertain what it was, and whether that House 
was not a check upon it, by having the power to 
refuse appropriations. But the gentleman had 
said that the House could not refuse to appropri- 
ate for the salary of the President or Chief Jus- 
tice. Surely nothing could evince the weakness 
of gentlemen’s arguments more than the introduc- 
tion of such as these. Every one knew the House 
eould not refuse to appropriate for the salaries 
mentioned, for this good reason, because the Con- 
stitution forbade them. He thought that the re- 
verse conclusion was the just one; that when 
power was taken away in particular instances, it 
was left in the general. 

He thought it was necessary that the extent of 
gentlemen’s doctrine should be understood. The 
Constitution says, no money shall be taken from 
the Treasury but by law; but gentlemen say, the 
President has power to appoint foreign Ministers, 
and to call upon the House for appropriations. 
They have before told the House he had the power 
to. make treaties, and that when made they could 
not refuse appropriations tocarry them into effect. 
So thathe not.only had the power to appoint 


Ministers and make treaties, but to command the 
Treasury to open at his will. Suppose the Presi- 
dent and the Senate were to make a treaty offen- 
sive and defensive (and they could make a treaty 
of this kind as well as any other) would not Con- 
gress be driven into war by force? So that not 
only the keys of the Treasury were taken from 
them, but the power of determining the important 
question of war, if these doctrines respecting the 
power of the Executive were well founded. 

This theory of gentlemen deserved serious at- 
tention. They tell the committee that each 
department of Government has a check within 
itself, but that they have no check upon each 
other. How this theory was to be supported he 
could not tell, except the different departments 
were never to touch each other in the exercise 
of their functions; or, when one approached the 
other, that other was to give way? How was 
the check of departments to be avoided? He 
could not understand it. It was well known that 
the Legislative, Executive, and Judicial depart- 
ments of Government ran into each other. The 
partition between them, if any at all, was ex- 
tremely thin, and would not prevent their coming 
in contact. 

But if it were possible that the doctrine should 
be correct, what would it lead to? The depart- 
ments of Government were not to check each 
other. Why not? One of the reasons assigned 
was, because they have not the means of informa- 
tion in their hand, and therefore could not judge 
of what was proper to be done by their co-depart- 
ments. All agree that the power of the Execu- 
tive may be abused ; if so, he asked where was 
the check against that abuse? If not vested in, 
that House, in the power to grant or refuse appro- 
priations as they see proper, where was the check? 
Was it in the people? Had they more informa- 
tion with respect to our foreign relatiofis, or were 
they in other respects better calculated to deter- 
mine the abuse than that House? Or did these 
gentlemen impress it upon their constituents as a 
duty to exercise this kind of guardianship over 
the Executive? If this were inquired into, he 
believed that gentlemen used the same kind of 
soporifics at home as were used in that House. 
“ All your interests are safe; nothing can be done 
amiss in Government without some department 
discovering the mischief.” As he believed, there- 
fore, the people were not directed to be upon the 
watch, and as they had not better information 
with respect to Executive measures than that 
House, he saw no reason for transferring the busi- 
ness to them. Nor could the people correct the 


evil by election, as they had not the knowledge of ` : 


facts upon which it was necessary to act. 

Was it true, Mr. N. asked, according to the 
practice of the Government, that the departments 
had no check upon each other? Did not the 
Judiciary consider the acts of the Executive and 
Legislature? Certainly they did. There were 
instances in which the judges had decided upon 


the Constitution and laws of the country, and in 


one instance, he believed they had determined for 
them, and in another against them. 
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Was it not proper, then, to go into theory on 
this subject, and inquire into the propriety of a 
power of this kind being vested in the Legisla- 
ture? For, if it were not so placed, it was seen 
that the Executive could take money from the 
Treasury whether it could be spared or not. 
‘Would this be consistent with economy, with 
order in Government, or order in finances? And 
if the House had a right to comeat an end in one 
way, he believed gentlemen would not say they 
could not come at it in another, for he acknow- 
ledged that all the departments must get out of 
their sphere ; and, if gentlemen allowed the power 
of the House to determine upon salaries, they 
must also allow the right of the House to inter- 
fere in the business of foreign Ministers; and if 
they could not show the use of the limitation 
against the direct interference of tne House, they 
would not say it existed. If the House had not 
the power of refusing appropriations of this kind, 
the Executive would not only be able to com- 
mand appropriations, but taxation; because, if 
there were not money in the Treasury, it must be 
raised to answer the demands. 

But, it was said, there was no need of checking 
the Executive,” because the Senate was a check 
upon it. - This was no check with respect to the 
office, it only related to the person appointed, and 
here the power was equally divided between them, 
and each were equally interested. The only dif- 
ference was, that there were more wills to consult 
inthe Senate. But it was said the doctrine which 
he advocated was novel, and imported. He thought 
he had obviated this objection by producing the 
debate which took place at the first establishment 
of the diplomatic corps; and he referred to the 
opinion of a gentleman who lived at a time when 
party had not appeared to influence the opinions 
of men, who said that it was competent for Con- 
gress to say whither Ministers should be sent, and 
whither they should not be sent. And he could 
say for himself and his countrymen, (for he never 
heard a different opinion in Virginia,) that he 
never had an idea that the House had not this 
power, and therefore had it not to learn from any 
other country. But the gentleman from Maryland 
said yesterday, that the doctrine was not only 
novel but that it had been decided against in three 
or four instances. In the British Treaty, the House 
decided against the power to refuse an appropria- 
tion. If sixty-seven members, who voted on the 
occasion, did not understand their votes, that 
might be the case; but he believed that would not 
be insisted upon. The gentleman was equally 
unfortunate in the other instances he adduced, as 
in none of them had the question been decided 
against. 

But it was said, if even the House had the 
power, it ought not now to exercise it, because the 
necessary information being lodged with the Exe- 
cutive, they could not form a proper judgment 
~ upon it! He believed, however, the House had a 

. right to all information which related to subjects 
upon which they were called to act. But. the 
“committee had sufficient knowledge on the sub- 
ject to determine there could be no- connexion. 


between this country. and Prussia to render a 
Minister necessary there; for no gentleman had 
even conjectured an use for sich a character at 
that Court. He agreed that it was the duty of the 
President to carry on the details of foreign cor- 
respondence where the Legislature determined to 
have Ministers, but he did not believe his power 
extended beyond this. But with reves to infor- 
mation, even the body who were called upon to 
concur in the appointment of Ministers, had no 
more than that House. The mere nomination 
was sent to the Senate without anything more 
than the general reasons for the measure. 

The gentleman from Delaware gave a clue to 
the construction of the Constitution, which he did 
not mean to attach to the gentleman himself. - He 
said that the Executive department was one which 
required support, in order to preserve it; because 
the hereditary Chief Magistrate of Great Britain, 
with all the patronage he possesses, would not be 
able to stand against the House of Commons if it 
were not for the members of venal boroughs. 
This doctrine was a little strange, and when he 
heard gentlemen hold such high notions of Exe- 
cutive power, if the strict letter of the Constitu- 
tion would not support the doctrine he contended 
for, he should be induced to stretch it a little, were 
it necessary to counteract what appeared to him 
so repugnant to the spirit of a republican Govern- 
ment. 

He was told that he had introduced very unne- 
cessary topics into this debate, and that the in- 
crease of power and patronage in the President, 
had nothing to do in this question ; but gentlemen 
must allow, that if he sincerely thought, that the 
power of determining what foreign Ministers 
should be employed was in that House, and he 
saw them employed where they could be of no 
possible use, was he not justified in bringing for- 
ward the discussion? But it was said the power 
was so small as to be unworthy of notice; but he 
supposed, so far as the appointment. to office was 
gone into without necessity, it was for the pur- 
pose of patronage. It was said, however, that this 
patronage was not sufficient to ground an alarm 
upon. Were they then to wait until the mischief 
was done? It would be too late when the system 
was completely matured to check it. It could 
only be done at its commencement; and when 
gentlemen saw that one of the objects of Govern- 
ment had invariably been to increase offices. and 
salaries, there was sufficient cause for alarm. But 
it was further said, that if there was danger out-of 
the walls of that House, there was none in the 
Legislature. He did not mean to insinuate that 
majorities were produced by influence. He trusted 
if measures were brought forward which were 
inimical to the public good, they would be rejected 
as they had heretofore been. He believed, how- 
ever, that this business of foreign intercourse, were 
it continued; might become dangerously influen- 
tial on the Legislature itself, as they had seen, 
from what had already taken- place, that persons 
for these appointments were to. be selected from 
men of a certain opinionin that bo dy. 

But no injury, it was asserted, could arise from 
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Executive influence, unless the office was perma- 


nent. An Executive, upon a four years’ lease, | 


could do no harm. Mr. N. did not know that 
being in office only four years prevented him from 
using his influence during that time; and in pro- 
portion to that influence would be his efforts to 
retain his situation. He was not saying that these 
things had really happened, but that they might 


be reasonably expected to take place. The com- 


mittee were told, however, that ambition was only 
a Legislative property. He thought he had made 


concession enough, when he had said that Legis- | 
latures might make encroachments in this way. | 


He believed history would uniformly show, that 
Executives had never failed to aim at an increase 
of their power. l 

When he was up before, one of the reasons 
which he gave, for restraining the diplomatic in- 
tercourse, was, that men only of particular political 
opinion were appointed to office. Many of the 
gentlemen who opposed this motion, had acknowl- 
edged the fact, and weré afraid only that it might 


not always beobserved. If this were the case, the | 


appointment to office could operate only to cor- 
rupt the public opinion, and influence the elections 
of the country. [Mr. Dana desired to know to 
what extent he considered the Executive determi- 
nation to go?] Mr. N. replied, that he under- 
stood that no man was to be entrusted with an 
office who had found fault with Executive meas- 
ures. This had been several times declared; 
though, it was true, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had endeavored to soften the business by 
supposing that certain offices would be excepted. 
Mr. N. said he would inquire into the operation of 
this determination. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Srrcreaves) said it was perfectly 
just, as the President must think himself right. 
He agreed that this principle should go as far as 
it could; but the gentleman must acknowledge 
that it was not a Constitutional idea that the 
President must beright. The Constitution provi- 
ded that he should be elected every four years, in 
order that the people might judge whether he had 
acted right or wrong; for the English doctrine, 
“that the King can do no wrong,” was not adopted 
in this country. Upon the principle of the Presi- 
dent being always right, it had been said that he 
ought not to appoint Ministers whose opinions 
would militate against their duty. But he might 
differ with the gentleman with respect to the ex- 
tent of this opinion. He did not himself know 
that it was necessary, at a time when we were 
desirous of peace, to have a Secretary of State 
whose manifestoes were calculated only for the 
eve of. a war, and who seemed to be hurrying on, 
as if it were considered. that he possessed most 
merit who was most active in promoting a war. 
He agreed. that when a person’s opinions disqual- 
ified him from duly executing an office, that the 
President would-act right in not appointing such 
an one;. but. he. understood the determination to 
extend. to. all offices, which was proscribing one- 
half of the people-of America merely because they 
have thought some of the Executive measures 
wrong. Such a resolution was equally unjust and 


illiberal, since it was not necessary that a Collec- 
tor, a military officer, &e., in order duly to per- 
! torm his duty, should have an opinion directly cor- 
‘responding with that of the Chief Magistrate of 
‘the United States. If this principle were to be 
i carried into the Judiciary, could a man, whom 
i Government called a disorganizer, expect to find 
| Justice in a court formed of such materials 2 

| _If gentlemen think that the President of the 
| United States cannot support his office, without a 
| patronage similar to that of the King of England, 
they are right in wishing for an extension of this 
influence ; but he could not agree to yield it, be- 
cause he had sworn not to do it. The example 
| of England ought to be a sufficient warning to the 
i people of this country, how they suffer their Ex- 
| ecutive to become corrupted; for the abuses of that 
| country would never have been borne to this day, 
; had not the people been deceived into a belief that 
they had a share in their Government, by repre- 
sentation, which, in fact, they had not. 

i . Mr. N. said he was sorry to be under the neces- 
| sity of replying to some reflections which had 
| been cast upon our late Minister in France. Gen- 
| tlemen had not stated that business fairly. It was 
| necessary, at the time this gentleman was sent to 
| France, to send a man of his political character. 
This conduct was forced upon the Executive. 
| He believed an offer of the embassy was made to 
‘one gentleman who refused it, assigning for a rea- 
son to his friends that he was convinced that who- 
ever accepted of the office must be made a sacri- 
:fice of, as he would be recalled whenever the 
situation of things should be such as to allow of it. 
| He was sorry, when our late Minister to France 
had laid before the public all the official docu- 
i ments which had passed between him and the two 
Governments, that gentlemen should think it ne- © 
/cessary to cast their censure upon him. The 
| public, who was in possession of his book, would, 
| however, judge for themselves. But, if a declara- 
| tion was to be made on this subject, he declared it 
| as his opinion that peace with the French Repub- » 
ilic might have been secured, but that the Exec- 
‘utive had done all in its power to cast it from us. 
| With respect to insinuations which had been 
| thrown out against the private character of that 
| gentleman, he should not notice them ; but if any 
| charge could be brought against him, let it be pub- 
| licly made, and he had no doubt it would be an- 
| swered. f 

| He would not have detained the committee 
| longer, Mr. N. said, but if he did not lay before 
| them some additional observations, they would 
, not be in full possession of his sentiments on this 
‘subject. It was necessary, in order to judge of 
| the present situation of the country, to be informed: 
| of what had thrown the present existing influence 
| into the hands of the Executive, and what was’ 
| the means of preserving it. In doing this, he felt’ 
iit-his duty to touch upon a subject which some, 
| gentlemen might think lay out of his way. But if 
| he could show that there existed a description of. 
| persons in this country attached by interest: to th 
| Executive, who formed a kind of standing army’ 
| more powerful than if they had guns in thei 
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hands, by being spread over the community, it 
would afford one of the strongest reasons for guard- 
ing against Executive patronage. He should, 
therefore, make a few remarks on the origin of 
party in this country. 

In speaking of the public debt, he trusted it 
would not be thought that he had any intention 
of shaking its credit. He had been five years in 
Congress, and never advocated anything which had 
this tendency ; but he must speak of the creation 
of that debt. And when the political character of 
the fiscal operator was considered, it was probable 
that the scheme was intended to produce a party 
in the United States who would support the Exe- 
cutive at all events. For this purpose all Gov- 
ernment paper was funded at its nominal value; 
and this was done so that it could be purchased 
up for a mere trifle, before the people could hear 
of the provision, so that the class of men referred 
to, in a moment made immense fortunes. And 
let any gentleman say whether any of this band 
of speculators have ever abandoned the support 
of the Executive. Never; they were as perfectly 
bound and disciplined as an army. These men 
yet continued their speculations upon the barren 
rocks of the country. With respect to the effect 
which this system of speculation produced on mo- 
rality, it was well ascertained ; with respect to its 
effect on politics, they were uniform—many had 
abandoned their former opinions for those of the 
band with whom they are connected. 

He should refer to another accumulation of 
strength which stands on the same ground. An- 
other class of men are lifted from obloquy, and are 
in favor of the party in Government; these were 
the disaffected men in the Revolution of our coun- 
try. Look around and point to a man in that 
class who does not join in support of Exceutive 
measures. These men felt an attachment to this 
Government, from their hatred to the old. He 
did not blame them for being friends of this Gov- 
ernment. He was himself a friend to it, and if it 
were now to be adopted, he should be in favor of 
it. Butas soon as there appeared danger of a 
rupture with France, these men became patriots 
of their country. Then it was that they formed 
a conspicuous part of the Government party, who 
were not ashamed to associate with them. This 
was an accumulation of strength to the Executive 
unknown in the Constitution, and tended to de- 
stroy the balance of Government. 

He introduced this class of men to notice, be- 
cause the committee had heard much about Ame- | 
rican character and American sentiment. The} 
character and sentiment which would grow out of 
this mass, he did not think would be very honor- 
able to America. He introduced it for another 
reason; because, when gentlemen found a man 
who owed his birth to another country, who 
thought differently from them, they load him with 
obloquy and reproach merely because he was a 
foreigner. When this remark was applied to a 
particular gentleman in that House, he could not 
help feeling some degree of indignation at the 
charge. He knew that gentleman himself felt all 
the contempt for such charges which. they de- 

5th Con.—30 


‘jury done to one of its Representatives. 


served; ne was also convinced that those charges 
arose from a jealousy of the superior talents of 
that gentleman, which every day became more 
conspicuous in that House; but, in behalf of the 
public, Mr. N. said he felt resentment for the in- 
Let gen- 
tlemen who proclaim this member to be a for- 
eigner, proclaim also that he is a foreigner of 
twenty years standing; that he came into this 
country a boy, and that by his own labor and in- 
dustry in it, he had got his fortune; let them pro- 
claim also that he came from a country which was 
then engaged in a contest with that nation, which 
he was now charged with having a partiality for. 
Let them talk of this, and that gentleman may 
defy any influence which may be produced against 
him by the charge of being a foreigner. And if 
gentlemen chose to insinuate (as they frequently. 
did) that this member was improperly concerned 
in an unfortunate occurrence in our country, let 
them consult his publication on the subject, and 
they will have a fair opportunity of being. ac- 
quainted with facts which will do away every 
slander against him. Mr, N. said he felt it neces- 
sary to say what he had done with respect to his. 
friend from Pennsylvania. If he had not done it, 
and had sat silently to hear the slanders so fre+ 
quently thrown out against him, he should have. 
felt himself an accessary in the shameful illibe= 
rality. 
Mr. N. concluded, by saying, that from the sen- 
timents which had fallen from the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Pinccney)—and being con-, 
vinced with him—that foreign Ministers were 
rather dangerous than serviceable, he would on 
some future occasion (as he himself did not long, 
expect to have a seat in that House) bring forward: 
a motion for doing away all our foreign intercourse, 
His present object was, however, what he had 
stated it to be. He hoped he should not now bë 
considered as an enemy to Republicanism. He. 
might be charged with introducing a motion, which 
might be mischievous. He did not intend it to 
have any such effect. He believed this was. the. 
proper time to do the business. He was convinced 
there was no danger of an invasion of this coun- 
try ; if there were, he believed every man inthe 
country (he would speak for himself at least) 
would be ready to resist it. With respect to ag- 
gression, he might not be so ready to attack it as- 
some other gentlemen ; but nothing could be enter- 
tained by him when put in competition with the 
security and independence of his country. 
The committee now rose, and had leave to sit 
again. ; l 


Fripay, January 26. 


Mr. D. Foster, trom the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the amendment of the Senate to 


the bill for placing certain persons’on the pension 


list, an agreement to which was recommended to 

the House, and concurred in. 
APPROPRIATION FOR INDIAN TREATY. 
Mr. Pinckney reported.a, bill taaking an appro- ` 

priation of a sum of money to defray the expense 
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tended by gentlemen supporting the amendment, 
that it was competent for this House to fix our 
diplomatic establishment, as to the number and 
grade of our public Ministers. On the first of these 
questions he should not make many remarks. It 
was at all times difficult to speak upon it with 
precision, and to bring our ideas to a closeness of 


reasoning which should be clearly understood. It 


was a theory, too, upon which gentlemen rather 
formed their opinion from the political sentiments 
with which they had been acccustomed to consi- 
der the Executive power, than from fair investi- 
gation and argument. The claim on the part of 
the supporters of the amendment was drawn from 
these sources, viz: from the power of that House 
to create offices, or, if not found here, in the exer- 


cise of its power of appropriating money, or in the | 


fixing of salaries. 

With respect to the first, the office of foreign 
Minister was created by the Constitution itself, 
and the power of appointment was placed in the 
President; and, if he were not much mistaken, 
when the question of appropriation was formerly 
under discussion, it was not pretended that that 
House-had any right to inquire into the expedi- 
ency or necessity of a treaty. He knew that this 
power of instituting offices had been advocated by 
many. It had, however, only been glanced at in 
the course of the debate—the ground of appropri- 
ation having been principally depended upon. 

“It was worthy the attention of the committee, 
(and the fact was disputed by no one.) that the 
power of receiving foreign Ministers was vested 
solely in the President; and this being the case, 


it-could scarcely be imagined that the right of fix- | 


ing the diplomatic intercourse was in the House, 
so as directly or indirectly to interfere with the 
power placed in the Executive of receiving foreign 
Ministers. 

Few, if any, of the members of the committee 
would, however, decide upon the question on this 
ground. But the right of determining on the 
number and. grade of Ministers by means of the 
power. of ,withholding appropriations had been 
insisted upon. Here, all that. could be said had 
already been said. . The nomination lay with the 
President. with the advice of the Senate, and it 
was. the. duty.of the. House to appropriate The 
appointment and service created a debt which it 
was. obligatory on. the House’ to pay; they were 
under amoral obligation’ to pay it, 


i terfuge, what the House could not effect in any 
| other way, and would be doing what the Consti- 
| tution could never have intended. He should, 
` however, dismiss this subject, and he should do 
| it the more cheerfully. as there were other grounds 
| upon which the question might be placed, which 
| would not meet with so decided an Opposition in 
the minds of many gentlemen. 
; Tt must have occurred to every member of the 
| committee, that the bill was limited to two years 
|in its duration. The nature of the amendment 
| was limitation upon limitation, by curtailing a part 
of our diplomatic intercourse. Was this done on 
| the ground of saving expense? This was disa- 
| vowed, as it was seen to be a matter of small 
; moment. Indeed, it was doubtful with him whether 
| anything would be saved or not; as it was certain 
thatour Ministers Plenipotentiary would not accept 
of the offices of Ministers Resident with half their 
present salary; of course, fresh persons would be 
| appointed, and the expense of fresh outfits incur- 
| red. Mr. G. also complained, on the same ground 
as before stated, of the injustice of recalling our 
present Ministers. He also thought it bad policy ; 
as, where a Government like ours wanted all the 
virtue and talents of its citizens for public offices, 
| it would be found difficult to obtain them, if so 
| much uncertainty was given to the duration of 
| offices, which had all the appearance of perma- 
| nency. It would besides derange our affairs abroad, 
| very much embarrass the business of the Execu- 
| tive, and would be looked upon as a wanton inter- 
| ference with the views of that department, which 
| it might mar and lay prostrate. 
| But, it was said, that these Ministers were un- 
| necessary at the Courts to which they were sent. 
| 
ł 
| 


In answer to this he should allege, as had already 
been alleged, the House did not possess informa- 
ition sufficient to determine this point, and it 
| might be unsafe to be communicated to them. 
| But was there no reason for having a Minister 
i Plenipotentiary in Spain? No gentleman would 
| say so. And was there no reason for such an 
| agent at Lisbon? Was not this the centre of 
| communication with respect to our affairs with 
| the Barbary Powers? But what use, it was 


| asked, could a Minister at Berlin render to this: 


| country? At a time when the affairs of Europe 


: are disturbed 


| important. nature may suggest themselves, why 
„an able and faithful Minister should be placed at 
| the Court of Prussia. But arguments of a more 


| general nature were introduced in favor of the - 


i amendment: 


as at present, when our situation” 
i with France is such that no Ministers of ours. 
| will be received in that country, reasons of a very. 


f 
PE 
Ta 
F. 
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It was said to be the interest of this country to | 
annul all our foreign political intercourse. “He | 
did not deny, that separated as we are from Eu- 
rope, that it might be for the interest and happi- 
ness of this country to have no connexion with 
European Powers. They might, he said, specu- 
late upon this subject; but they had not the 
power to decide upon it; for political intercourse 
did not depend upon our sending Ministers abroad. 
It might be carried on by foreign Ministers sent 
here; and the Constitution (as he had before sta- 
ted) showed they could not prevent this, as it 
expressly made it the duty of the President to re- | 
ceive foreign Ministers; and, in this case, there | 
would be no call upon the House for the estab- ; 
lishment and support of Ministers, as they would 
be supported by their own country; and though 
it was true that foreign Ministers were not usually 
sent to a country without a return of men of the 
same grade to the country from which they were 
sent, yet he introduced this position to show that 
it was not in the power of the’ House to say 
whether this country should have foreign political 
intercourse or not. 

But if the committee must speculate upon this 
question, there were other considerations which 
would lead them to an opinion that it would be 
proper to abandon all foreign political connex- 
ions. It was a sentiment advocated by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that we ought to have 
no political foreign relations. That gentleman 
prided himself on being of peculiar sentiments, but 
on this oceasion he was not so. It had long been 
the sentiment of this country. It was a sentiment | 
introduced into all our treaties but one, and it 
would be found in the Farewell Address of the | 
late President of the United States. Mr. G. pre- 
sumed, therefore, when our diplomatic intercourse | 
was established by the late President, (and he es- | 
tablished it as it is,) he felt the force of this senti- 
ment as strongly as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. But though the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Pincxney,) who had himself been 
employed abroad, had given it as his opinion 
that this country would be better without Minis- 
ters abroad, yet, though he acknowledged the 
- weight of this authority, when he found the late | 
President, who had the best opportunity of form- | 
ing a judgment upon the subject from sage expe- 
rience, had appointed these Ministers, he was led 
to doubt, though he was sensible some evils had 
arisen from foreign Ministers residing in this coun- 
try, as well as from our Ministers abroad, whether | 
they might not be too hasty in deciding upon this 
national question. Admitting that it was not for 
the interest of this country to have any foreign 
political relations, he asked gentlemen what they | 
meant by this? They must mean that sort of | 
compact with foreign nations which was called a 
treaty of alliance defensive and offensive. With 
a foreign relation of this kind we have nothing to 
do, and he hoped never should have. But what! 
connexion was there between this subject and | 


ly we ought, since they may be the means of 
preventing the necessity of these political foreign 
relations. 

Bat before it was determined whether it would 
be proper to have any political foreign intercourse, 
he would inquire what was the effect produced 
by foreign Ministers in our country, and by ours 
when abroad? He acknowledged that produced 
by Ministers sent to this country was not a very 
agreeable one; it was not such an one as to en- 
courage us or to flatter us. But from what cause 
had this arisen? It arose out of the state of the 
times, from the situation of public sentiment in 
this country. If anything could leave a. doubt 
on this subject, it would be the effect of the diplo- 
matic agents in this country. He had doubted 
whether it was expedient to admit them ; for al- 
though these public agents ought only to have 
corresponded with the President of the United 


| States, yet, when they were thwarted in their 


views, they had constantly made their appeals to 
the people. Nor would he except the Ministers 
of the two great European rival Powers; the con- 
duct of all had been far different from what. it 
ought to have been, and, instead of supporting the 
dignified characters of diplomatic agents, as- 
serting the interests of their own country, and 
conciliating the favor and affection of ours, they 
have departed from this line of conduct, and, gb- 
serving the existence of two parties in this coun- 
try, they have endeavored to operate upon: the 
people. But it was true we had no reason to ob- 
Ject to foreign Ministers on this ground, asthe 
good sense of the people had uniformly resisted 
their address, and all their projects had been 
frustrated. ee 
But what effects, he asked, had our agents pro- 
duced abroad? Undoubtedly their instructions 
have uniformly been to represent to foreign coun- 
tries the interests and views of our own. And 
was it not to be supposed that persons going from 
this country to foreign countries would feel an 
attachment to their own, and that they. would 
make the most of its interests? Caleulating from 
what we know of human nature, this must be the 
case. It was true, a Minister might conduct him- 
self so as to injure instead of serving the country 
by which he was employed. He might raise ex- 
pectations which his country could never gratify. 
He might propose to afford a foreign nation such 
a succor as his country could not supply. -If 
this were to be done, it would be regretted ; but 
because an institution might possibly be abused, 
it was no argument for its being annihilated. 
Suppose, said he, our foreign intercourse: were 
to be broken up, what would be the consequence? 
We must then, when we have any business to 
settle with a foreign nation, employ: Envoys Ex- 
traordinary, which would be employing men of a 
higher grade of character, and it public Ministers 
were to be considered as full of mischief, might 
be attended: with greater evils than the grade we 
now employ. But it was said the business of the 


the present amendment? Because we determin- į country with foreign nations might be managed 
ed to have no political relation with foreign coun- by Consuls ; but, as had been observed, these cha- 
tries, were we to have no political agents? Sure- | racters were not admitted at foreign Courts, if 
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they were in other respects fit for the business, 
which he did not believe they were. Besides, if 
no accredited agents were employed between fo- 
reign nations, spies and emissaries would take 
their place; as Governments would be informed, 
in one way or other, of what was going on in 
every country with which they had any con- 
nexion. 

And, if a resolution were taken in this country 
to have no diplomatic agents abroad, in what a 
situation would the Executive of this country be 
placed? Heis entrusted with the foreign relations 
of the country, but he would have no foreign Min- 
ister. He must, therefore, descend to the same low 
means with other nations, and depend upon spies 
for information; and when he got this informa- 
tion it would not be from authority, and therefore 
such as he could not communicate to the Legisla- 
ture. Gentlemen, he supposed. would not be will- 
ing to put the business upon this footing. He ac- 
knowledged that the employment of foreign Min- 
isters was attended with some inconveniences ; 
but it was seen there were evils on both sides, and 
it was for Government to balance between them. 
But it was said these Ministers would join the po- 
litical parties of the countries to which they were 
sent. On the contrary, he should suppose they 
would carry with them the feelings of their own 
country, and communicate them; but if this were 
to be dreaded, would it not be most likely to hap- 
pen in the two countries that were exempted from 
this amendment? For where, he asked, were the 
points on which the great. affairs of the nations 
of Europe turn butin London and Paris? If there 
were danger of this kind, it must, therefore, be at 
those places. 

But it was said that wars were generally pro- 
duced by Foreign Ministers. That this may have 
been the case in some instances, he did not doubt; 
but, speaking in general, it was attributing too 
greai effects to too trifling causes. The causes of 
war, he said, were in the passions and animosities 
of nations. Our own country had been agitated 
in a manner which could scarcely have been im- 
agined, from its remote situation, by its partiality 
for one nation and its enmity to another. When 
contemplating this subject, therefore, the commit- 
tee ought not too hastily to decide. The intention 
of foreign intercourse was to promote peace and 
amity; it had long been the practice of the civil- 
ized world. If some of our Ministers had caught 
the passions of the country to which they were 
sent, and we had not been wholly able to avert 
the storm which seems to threaten us—a storm 
which appears to be bearing away all the ancient 
land-marks of the earth—yet, he believed, upon 
the whole, that our foreign’ Ministers had done 
great and permanent good to this country. 4 

But, instead of bringing forward a subject of 
this kind at this time, the Legislature ought to be 
united in- support of the Executive of the country; 
for, from whatever cause our misfortunes arise— 
whether from our own misconduct, or the unrea- 
sonable domination of.a foreign Power—they did 
not originate’ under the -present Administration, 
and, therefore, the difficult situation in which our 


Chief Magistrate was placed required all the sup- 
port wbich the Legislature could give him. If 
the gentleman who moved this amendment had, 
however, introduced it unaccompanied with the 
reflections which he had made use of, it might 
have been a subject well worthy of consideration. 
This he had not thought proper to do. Topics of 
a singular nature had been brought forward. It 
had been said that all republican Governments had 
a tendency towards despotic power ; that the power 
of appointment to office placed in the President 
had been basely prostituted; that the doctrine of 
favoritism had been introduced, and persons of a 
particular character were only appointed to office, 
and that this determination was likely to produce, 
or had produced, dangerous operations on the ta- 
lents and abilities of the Legislature. When 
charges of so serious a nature were brought for- 
ward, it became necessary to repel them. He 
was sensible the subject was painful. The wea- 
pons of self-justification, and justification of Gov- 
ernment, became, in some measure, weapons of 
attack, and few had the judgment to use them 
rightly. Ifthe charges were true, what were the 
constituted authorities of the country? The ac- 
cusation impeaches the purity of the Executive, 
the purity of the House of Representatives, and 
lays prostrate all the authorities of the country ; 
and, instead of securing to them that love and re- 
spect which every friend of his country must wish 
them to possess, they must become objects of ab- 
horrence. i 

But the gentleman from Virginia declares this 
is a theatre, on which he will speak, and that this 
is a subject upon which he will dwell; from this 
House an alarm is to be communicated to the 
people out of doors. This is a temple from which 
is to be preached, not the moral virtues of peace, 
charity, and brotherly love, which are preached 
from other temples, but the subject is to be the 
purity of the gentleman’s own conduct, the ortho- 
doxy of his own political faith and opinions, and 
the political heresies and political corruptions of 
his opponents. 

He thought this must be a subject of regret to 
the gentleman’s friends; for, when this habit of 
preaching was once begun, the love of it would 
increase, and though he preached in the most ele- 
gant and harmonious manner, the virtues of his 
friends would die in the melody of his accents. 
For, it will be asked, what occasion is there for 
this preaching? Is political sense and virtue of 
that nature that it seeks thus to be extolled ? Ster- 
ling worth retires; it does not become its own 
trumpeter. It will not, therefore, be a subject of 
regret to his opponents ; for, if he preaches much, 
and in the manner in which he preached yester- 
day, he will do them but little harm. The sub- 
ject, when often dwelt upon, will have no weight 
or credit. There had been much preaching of 
this kind, both in Church and State. It might, 
for a time, do temporary mischief; but its effects. - 
were transient. He would, therefore, have drop- 
ped the subject, had not the slander of this gentle- 
man been too much supported by others. 

It was said to be the tendency of all Government 
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to come to despotism ; that, true it was, our Gov- 
ernment was tolerably pure; it had dabbled in 
And by whom 
was this said? For the name that said this ought 
to be a proud name indeed ; it ought to be distin- 
guished not only by brilliant public services, but for 
a peculiar disinterestedness of character; to have 
something around it which effectually shielded it 
from suspicion. By whom, then, has it been said? 
What arrogant and proud pretence led men to 


corruption, but dabbled but little. 


speak in this manner? What had entitled them 


‘to thishigh tone? Eminent talents all knew they 
possessed ; but did mere eminence of talents enti- 
tle men to this right? He asked how these ta- 


lents had been employed? In great and national 


service? In fixing the independence and freedom 
of the country? Have they aided in establishing 
the great outlines and measures of Government ? 
Have they assisted in building up the Govern- 
ment, with special interest to the happiness of the 
country? They do not pretend this. Not that 


they have done anything for the happiness of the 
country, but in opposition to it: 


Had the mere declaimer against Government and 


its abuses an enviable rank on that page? No. 
Let me not, said Mr. G., be misunderstood. Im- 


mortal honor is due, and will be given, to men 


who have resisted the acts of tyranny and oppres- 


sion. Such a man was Hampden; such a man 
was Sidney. But a mere declaimer ranked not 


with these men; nor did he rank with those who 
have been the benefactors of mankind by estab- 
lishing eminent civil institutions. Yet, in that 


House, gentlemen claimed as a right, upon this 


mere ground, to speak, and when they pleased, of 


the abuses and corruptions of Government. 

Mr. G. asked what were these abuses? They 
were said to arlse from Executive patronage. Let 
the gentleman from Virginia go to his State, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to his. Either 
wasan extent of country which, in the Old World, 
would form an empire. What were the officers 
under the Exeeutive? A single Judge in the Ju- 
diciary Department, a Marshal, and a few Depu- 
ties, a Supervisor, and some Collectors. And 
though this is an epitome of the whole of our 
country, yet, in the view of the gentlemen who 
support this amendment, this patronage is alarm- 
ing and destructive ! 

Let the gentleman from Pennsylvania look at 
the supreme Executive of that State, and he 
would find a much more numerous list of officers; 
and, if not of a grade so high, yet of a grade at 
least equally capable of oppression. And was it 
a subject of popular declamation that the Gov- 
ernor of that State was bearing down the Gov- 
ernment by means of his patronage? No. ‘Lhe 
subject was not heard in- the Legislature of that 
State—the ery and clamor- was only here. 


But it was said, that this patronage or power of 


appointment had been basely. prostituted, by select- 


ing eminent. characters from that House for of- 


ce. He asked’ gentlemen how many men had 


It would be in- 
vidious to enter into a comparison between the 
two characters, But let the gentlemen go to the 
page of history, and what do they find there? 


been chosen from the Legislature for office, since 
the commencement of Government? But few, 
indeed. He asked, further, if there was anything 
in the Constitution which declared that members 
of the Legislature should not be appointed to-of- 
fice? and, if not, how it happened that at this pe- 
riod they were growing wiser than the framers of 
our Constitution, with respect to human nature? 
If the doctrine of gentlemen was true, which was 
to prevent this patronage, no officer ought to be 
appointed from the Legislature. Would this eure 
the evil? If human nature be so corrupt as they 
think it is, have not the members of the Legisla- 
ture friends? And if they were capable of being 
influenced by these appointments, the influence 
might be as strong if their friends were appointed 
This doctrine, therefore, not only went to’ ostra- 
cise the members of the Legislature, but their 
families and friends. a 

But it was said, the doctrine of favoritism had 
been adopted, and that only one description of 
men was appointed to office. He thought there 
was a great want of order in gentlemen who first 
brought forward this subject. It was a subject 
upon which it was difficult and indelicate to speak. 
The doctrine had been allowed without authority, 
for the Pyesident of the United States had ‘not al- 
lowed that he had formed any such determination 
as was attributed to him; but if he had determin- 
ed to select to office only those persons who had 
evinced, by their manners, an attachment to the 
Constitution of their country, and to those meas- 
ures which had been sanctioned by the Legisla- 
ture and himself, he thought he had adopted'a 
right principle. He did not think the Presideut 
had resolved to appoint no man to office except 
he were of his own political sentiments, though he 
might have determined not to make choice of any 
man who had manifested uniform. opposition to 
all the measures of Government. He asked what 
measure had been taken by the*Eixecutive which 
had not been sanctioned by all the constituted aü- 
thorities, and, in a less formal manner, by the peo- 
ple themselves, and in some cases, by votes of the 
State Legislatures ? 

But, he asked, against whom these charges “of 
venality and corruption were made? They were 
brought against the Executive of this country. 
And what was this Executive? Gentlemen seem: 
ed to consider it as a sort of leviathan or monster, 
which was always to be goaded and probed with 
a thousand wounds for its venal propensitiés; 
though, for some of its good qualities, it must be 
kept alive, though in torture and pain. ete 

The duties of the Executive were to. preserve 
the powers of the country, to vindicate its tights, 
to protect its sovereignty, to execute. the public 
will expressed through the laws. Rob it of one 
of these powers and you destroy the most valta- 
ble part of the Government; depress it, and you 
only do it for a short time. It will rise in the af- 
fections and favor of the people, with new life and 
vigor. Indeed, these attempts against the Exeeu- 
tive were calculated to produce a much more 
strong and powerful. Executive than we now 


have. 


939 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


940 


H. or R.] 


Foreign Intercourse. 


[Janvary, 1798. 


But against whom were these charges brought ? 
They were levelled at the Executive power. But 
against whom were they personally brought? 
Were they intended against the late President, or 
the present? Both were implicated in the accu- 
sation. He would not attempt to sketch the 
whole praises of the former; but he would men- 
tion a few traits of his character, which must repel 
these charges. They would go to his disinterest- 
edness, and show that he had never been actuated 
by a love of power. 

For his disinterestedness, it was enough to say, 
that he had spent forty years in the public service 
without reward, and in doing it, he had diminish- 
ed an ample fortune. With respect to his love of 
power, it was enough to say, that he had twice re- 
tired from the most elevated station to the walks 
of private life—there he hoped he would long live 
surrounded with comforts unalloyed by the enmi- 
ty of any man. 

With respect to the present Chief Magistrate, 
he asked vhether there was anything in the life 
of this man, which had shown a deviation from 
strict and honorable conduct, in his way to pro- 
motion and office? His honor and his offices were 
of the hard-earned kind. He had never gone into 
devious paths to seek for them. He had acquired 
his elevated station by doing his duty in a firm 
and independent manner. 

-Here nothing looked like a love of power. He 
would next ask gentlemen against whom their at- 
tacks were made in that House? For, they may 
say what they please, the American people 
would never admit of a charge of corruption 
where no corruption exists. They might say 
they did not mean to include in their charge 
gentlemen who had acted with the President; but 
their charge was that the patronage of the Presi- 
dent had found its way into that House, and pro- 
duced majorities there. He regretted that a sen- 
timent so degrading to the American character 
had been advanced by a citizen of this country. 
The way to produce worth was not to place men 
in a degraded state. If it were wished to form an 
assembly of vile men, tell them they are made of 
-such kind of stuff that they must become so. 
If they louked into history this sentiment would 
be. confirmed. 

‘What was it that made the Roman character 2 
Was it not a high sense of public and private vir- 
tue? Yes; it was this thatcarried that country toits 
greatness. But here our citizens were said to be 
composed. of such corruptible materials, that they 
cannot withstand the temptations held out to them 
by our offices; whilst there, every thing tended to 
-elevate human nature, and it was this which led 
to Roman greatness. Different principles and dif- 
ferent manners were now adopted; and what was 
“the character of the people who now inhabited 
the clime formerly possessed by the ancient Ro- 
mans? Behold the modern Italian, dark, cun- 
ning, and mischievous. . 

. These charges were, then, founded in slander, 
and ought to be repelled. His colleague had been 
astonished from whence these suspicions came, 
and charged them upon the gentleman’s own 


heart. His friend was mistaken; there were no 
such materials there. None were to be found 
there so base. The charge must have proceeded 
from a distempered mind, produced, perhaps, by 
being foiled in a favorite choice of an Executive 
Magistrate; or from a concurrence of circum- 
stances which had thrown over the gentleman’s 
mind a cloud of suspicion and jealousy. 

But it was said that the only saviour of the 
country now consisted of a feeble minority, which 
was to stem the torrent of corruption. It was 
true, and it was to be regretted, that there was 
party in this country. Not that he would be un- 
derstood that the most strict scrutiny into public 
measures was a blameable conduct; on the con- 
trary, he believed it was for the happiness of the 
country that public measures should be scrutiniz- 
ed; but an organized spirit of party was always 
dangerous in a country. i 

In speaking upon this subject, it must occur to 
every member that it was not a party over a par- 
ticular district of country which was spoken of; 
it could not escape the patriotic mind, that this 
party was spread over the whole Union. This be- 
ing the case, the subject assumed an importance 
very different from what would be the case were 
it a subject of mere private discontent. 

Mr. G. addressed himself to gentlemen who ac- 
knowledged themselves in a minority, and he did 
it with that degree of earnestness which the situ- 
ation of our country demanded. We were at this 
time, said he, in a state of anxiety; we were ap- 
prehensive of an eventful crisis, when all the pat- 
riotic virtues, if not the active energies of the 
country, will be necessary. He asked whether, at 
a time when Government could hardly move 
upon its wheels; when we were surrounded with 
difficulties; when our affairs in the western coun- 
try were in a very critical state; when the busi- 
ness of the Legislature was full of perplexity; it 
was proper to add to all this, a stifl more difficult 
and perplexing state of things ? If this opposition 
were determined to obstruct the measures of Gov- 
ernment, how was it to move? For he did not 
pretend to say that the opposition was confined to 
the gentlemen in that House; he supposed they 
fairly represented the sense of their constituents. 
In this state of things, how was Government to 
proceed? If gentlemen would come forward and 
say expressly what they wanted, if their discon- 
tents were well founded, they might be removed. 
But, on this occasion, all that had been said had 
been mere general clamor. The gentleman from 
Virginia complained of the funding system, of 
this and of that; but he did not now expect 
to reverse these systems ; and, therefore, he could 
not think it was either prudent or patriotic, in the 
present state of things, to introduce them. Had 
it not a tendency to increase our divisions, and did 
gentlemen expect that the country could rise above 
these evils? When every support of Government 
Was necessary, was this the time to sow discon- 
tents? These were serious questions. Mr. G. 
said he would go further, and say, if, there was 
anything which he could do, and it were propos- 
ed how it could be effected, for producing harmo- 
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ny in the House, he would do every thing but | 
rob the Government of its powers. He could not | 
consider this amendment as a single, unconnected | 
measure; it was connected with others, and in- | 
tended to clog the wheels of Government. | 

The gentleman from Virginia had said that this | 
country ought only to be considered as a vender of | 
its produce and purchaser of what was brought to | 
it. Did he suppose that such an assertion would 

roduce content? Did he suppose, for instance | 
that the State of Massachusetts would destroy ali 
its vessels, and revert back to a state of society 
long since passed ? 

Notwithstanding the charges which had been 
brought against the Government, its friends had a 
source of satisfaction in the good sense of their 
countrymen ; he believed they would adopt a firm 
and decisive language; and he doubted not they 
would recollect and be persuaded of the truth of 
the maxim, that “ united we stand, but divided we 
fall.” 

Mr. SEWALL, after a few prefatory remarks, ob- 
served that the gentleman from Virginia had 
avowed that his amendment, and the manner in 
which he had introduced it, was an attack upon 
the Executive of the United States. The occasion 
of the attack, or the propriety of itat this moment, | 
he left him to justify to his constituents and to the 
people of the United States. He seemed to despise 
what might be said by gentlemen here. He 
avowed he did not speak so much to the Repre- 
sentatives of the people of the United States within 
these walls, as to the people without them, whom 
he wished to bring to consider the danger of their 
present situation, and to induce them to join him 
in measures unfavorable to the happiness and 
prosperity of the country. 

It would be difficult to go over all the observa- 
tions of the gentleman, and to answer them singly. 
Such a procedure would not fail to tire the com- 
mittee. He would, therefore, bring them into a 

sort of arrangement or division. And the first 
thing which he should notice was, what he called 
his violent attack—an attack upon the principles 
which the gentleman acknowledged had no con- 
nexion with the question, with a design of raising 
discontents in the people of the United States 
against their Executive—not with respect to this 
question, but with respect to the danger to be ap- 
prehended from Executive patronage in general. 
This he called a violent attack, because it was not 
produced by anything under the view of the com- 
mittee. He did not mean, however, to account 
for this conduct, but to make some observations 
upon it. 

In another point of view he considered what had | 
fallen from the gentleman from Virginia asa civil | 
attack upon the Executive authority,attempting to 
deny certain rights as belonging to the Executive, 
by assuming an authority unknown in the prac- 
tice of the House, and unknown to the Consti- 
tution. 3 

Tn the first place he would refer to what he had 
said. He called upon the people of the United 
States.to confederate with him against the Exec- 
utive. He- wasnot contented with this appeal; he 


had endeavored to raise an interested passion, not 
in the people at large, but in those who may have 
been disappointed in their applications for offices. 
to the President, and to all those who have par- 
tialities elsewhere, to consider the Executive of 
the United States in a degraded point of light, 
from having joined a certain party,and from hav- 
ing determined to choose no person to office but 
persons of a certain opinion; thereby degrading 
the Executive of the United States, by represent- 
ing him as the head of aparty. 

He called another part of the people to come 
around him, from a consideration of their liberties 
being in danger, from the excess of patronage in 
the Executive; to these classes might also he 
added the mere seckers for office. In this manner 
were the people of the United States to be ar~ 
rayed and marshalled out, and in this manner this 
Constitution, and these laws, were to be endan- 
gered, by an attack, which appeared as if it were 
intended to be the forerunner of a more serious 
attack from abroad. 

Nor was the gentleman contented by drawing 
around him all the discontented of the community, 
but he also made an attempt upon that part of the 
people who were generally in favor of Executive 
measures, by saying they were flatterers, mere 
devotees of the Executive, and seekers for office, 
as in fact already corrupted. In this manner was 
the Executive to see not only the discontented part 
of the people, but his friends arrayed against him. 
In the latter attempt, the gentleman would fail. 
He believed there were those who could support 
charges of this nature—who could console them- 
selves with having done their duty, by having 
supported the laws and Constitution of their 
country, and defy and despise his representations. 

Aad here he would observe that the gentleman 
threw strong censure upon those who are certainly 
the most deserving part of the community—those 
who are contented with the measures of the Exec- 
utive—satisfied with the measures of the General 
Government. Mr. S. believed persons ofthis de- 
scription to be in the natural state of society—that 
state which the Constitution supposes ; yet these 
were called upon to renounce their confidence:in 
the Executive. Surely, said he, we might retort 
upon gentlemen, by saying that those who oppose 
the measures of the Executive, who take the.part 
of a foreign country against their own, are in-an 
unnatural and criminal state. They might say 
we will avoid you; your conduct is already disa- 
greeable to us; the Executive avoids you, and 
we approve his conduct; you are disreputable to 


i society; you are the enemies of Government. But 


he would avoid allegations-of this sort... He was 
convinced that there were few people in the United 
States—he hoped none in that House—who would 
answer to this charge. He hoped none were guilty 
of it; but it was hard upon gentlemen who were 
in favor of Constitutional measures, that- they 
should be called upon to defend themselves 
against charges.of this kind... 
Gentlemen who professed themselves satisfied ° 

with the measures of the Government here, were 
charged with the want of attention to the interests 
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of the people, because they did not alarm their 
constituents, on their return home, on the subject 
of Government abuses; because they did not do 
this, they were charged with administering sopo- 
rifics at home. 

Some few parts of the gentleman’s observations 

deserved more particular examination ; and first, 
with respect to the danger arising from the power 
of appointing to office being placed in the Execu- 
tive. On this occasion the excessive patronage of 
the Executive of the British Government was 
brought before the committee, and they were bid 
to beware of our Executive becoming like it. 
This charge was a vague one, as it would be difi- 
cult to show that there was any resemblance be- 
tween the two Executives. The thing which 
gentlemen considered as of no weicht—he meant 
the short period for which our Executive was 
elected, and that of England being permanent—he 
thought of material importance. Our Executive 
had no power but for four years, during which 
period he was liable to be impeached by that 
House for any flagrant abuse of duty; in which 
case he would be tried by the Senate, and acquit- 
ted or found guilty. In a Constitution like this, 
therefore, what need was there for all this alarm 
about Executive power? If there existed abuses 
in the Executive department, why not bring for- 
ward an impeachment at once? But the truth 
was, no proof of abuse existed. He trusted he 
should not be considered as wanting in respect to 
the people, if he considered them as an improper tri- 
bunal to be appealed to on this occasion. If abuse 
existed, he had pointed out the Constitutional way 
of having it rectified. He was further of opinion 
that any attempt to misinform the people on this 
subject, was a sort of treason against the peaceful 
enjoyment by the people of their liberty. It was 
necessary, therefore, that the people should be 
well assured of the truth of such a charge ; for, if 
it had the effect which he had mentioned, and 
was not founded in fact, he should consider the 
man who made it, as a traitor to the people. 
. Liberty, he said, was security : destroy security, 
therefore, and you destroy liberty. He did not 
mean to attribute any intention of this kind to the 
gentleman from Virginia. He was ouly endea- 
voring to point out to him the extreme impropri- 
ety of the manner in which he had supported his 
proposition. ; 

It was allowed that the Government was as lia- 
ble tobe destroyed by anarchy, as from excessive 
patronage in the Executive. It was upon the Ex- 
ecutive we depended for the execution of the laws, 
and for general protection. It was in fact the 
eyesof. the community. The Constitution had 
characterized his office; it was a part, and the ce- 
ment of our Union. Would any single man in 
that House claim to himself that confidence from 
the people of the United. States which the Execu- 
tive had? ~ ‘They came from different districts, im- 
pressed with local views and interests, which the 
could not avoid, though it was. the duty of every 
‘member to consider himself as- the representative 
of the whole Union ; but the President of the Uni- 
ted States was elected by the whole, to preside 


over the whole, and his future reward would de- 
pend upon the manner in which he filled the office 
at present, and the people would always be inclined 
to show him respect and regard, and would be slow 
in believing that he would do anything contrary 
to the interest of the United States. 

He would refer to the particular charges which 
had been alleged against the Executive. He had 
been charged with having recommended a mission 
to Prussia, when there was no occasion for it. 
They were necessarily uninformed on this point. 
The gentleman from Virginia, indeed, had suppos- 
ed that they had a right to bid the Executive to 
lay before them the motives for his conduct ; but 
he believed he could not find any such authority 
in the Constitution. The power of appointing 
Ministers was in the Executive, and if he had 
nominated, and the Senate approved, there existed 
no Constitutional authority to call him to account, 
except manifest abuse appeared ; and if this were 
the case, he had already pointed out the mode of 
redress. It was extremely hard upon gentlemen 
who wished to defend the Executive, to be obliged 
to say they were as ignorant with respect to its 
motives, as those who complained of it. It was a 
sufficient answer, however, to say, that the busi- 
ness was not within the care of this House. 

The Executive had been charged with making 
appointments to office from the Legislature, with 
a view to influencing the members to a certain 
line of conduct. Particular reference had been 
had to foreign Ministers, and it had been said only 
one had been appointed but who had been taken 
from the Legislature. It was said that four others 
had been taken from the Legislature, the appoint- 
ment to which might have had an influence upon 
it; if it could possibly have had any, it must have 
been so small as to be below calculation. Mr. S. 
enumerated all the Ministers we have in Europe, 
and whence they were appointed; the result of 
which enumeration was, that the influence cim- 
plained of could not have produced any effect, ex- 
cept in the case of the Minister at Lisbon (Mr. W. 
Smiru.) It was true he was in the Legislature, 
and likely to remain in it; but, if gentlemen re- 
curred to that gentleman’s character, and his uni- 
form support of Government, no one would sup- 
pose that his conduct was influenced by the ex- 
pectation of his appointment. But are those mem- 
bers of the Legislature, who are in a natural state, 
the only commendable state in society, to be those 
who are to be suspected of being improperly influ- 
enced by the appointments to office, merely be- 
cause the Executive declines appointing men to 
office who are in continual opposition to Govern- 
ment? If gentlemen possessing opinions of the 
latter kind, were suddenly to change them, there 
would, indeed, be some ground to suspect am im- 
proper influence. But there was no instance in: 
which this would apply. 

But it was considered as criminal in the Execu 
tive to appoint to important offices those men onl 
who are friendly to the measures of Government, 
A gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Brent) some’ 
days ago, mentioned several offices, to which it 
would be improper to confine appointments in the 
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way proposed, but he carefully avoided mention- 
ing the offices whicb had been under considera- 
tion. It must be recollected that the Exccutive is 
F answerable for any measures which may be taken 
with respect to any foreign country, and it was 
| not to be expected that he would choose those to 
do his business, who were averse to Executive 
f measures. He knew of one instance only in which 
* this had occurred, and he recollected that, in that 
instance, the gentleman had himself boasted that 
| he obtained from the Executive a declaration con- 
formably to his views, before he would undertake 
| the office. How far this was true, or whether the 
gentleman deceived himself, he could not tell. He 
| supposed the latter was the case. He was, how- 
| ever, appointed toa mission, which, after he had 
} undertaken it, he thought proper to neglect. 

The Executive had also been attacked with re- 
spect to his choice of a Secretary of State, and 
his fair and honorable vindication of the Govern- 
ment of this country against an insidious Power, 
who had endeavored to excite an alarm against 
the people of this country, which might have en- 
dangered our independence and happiness—who 
| had reduced us to a degraded state by depredating 
| upon our commerce, which had produced a loss 

incalculable—was called a manifesto equal toa de- 
| claration of war. This attack, he was convinced, 


@ would have little weight. 


Mr. S. then went into a disquisition on the con- 
. struction of the Constitution with respect to ap- 
propriating money, and denied that the House had 


i a right to refuse an appropriation for foreign Min- 


isters, when called upon by the Presidertt, as it was 
; amoral obligation, which they were bound to obey. 
- He believed the bill had better be rejected than 
that this amendment should take place; for, if not 
‘passed at all, the President would be relieved from 
his responsibility; but, if it passed with the amend- 
ment, it would deprive him of the free exercise of 
his authority. 
The committee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


E Monpay, January 29. 


MEMORIAL OF THE QUAKERS. 

Mr. S:rareaves, from the committee to whom 
was referred the memorial and address of the 
people called Quakers, from their yearly meeting 
held in Philadelphia, in November last, made a 
report, stating, that as the above memorial was 
expressed only in general terms, the committee 
applied to the memorialists, desiring them to ex- 
hibit the precise grievances which they wished to 
have redressed; that, in consequence of this re- 
quest, the committee received certain documents 
from them; after which the memorialists were 
invited to a conference, in order to suggest a 
remedy to the evils which they complained of; 
and, after several consultations, the committee 
state it to be clearly their opinion, that the facts 
referred to are exclusively of judicial cognizance, 
that therefore it is not competent for the-Legisla- 
ture to do anything in the business, and recom- 
mended that the memorialists have leave to with- 
draw their memorial. ; r 


Mr. S. moved that the report be read a second 
time, for the purpose of being concurred in. 

Mr. THATCHER hoped the report would be com- 
mitted. As several applications had been made 
to the Legislature by this body of people for re- 
dress of a similar kind prayed for in this memo- 
rial, in order, therefore, to give them full satisfac- 
tion, and thereby prevent future applications, he 
hoped the determination made ùpon it might be 
done in the most solemn manner. 

Mr. Sirareaves hoped this course would be 
taken. He wished the memorialists to be fully 
satisfied with the proceedings taken on their ap- 
plication. 

Mr. T. Ciarporne was also of this opinion. 

Mr. McDoweLL could not conceive the object 
of the gentleman who moved this report to be com- 
mitted, except it were to pay a compliment to thë 
memorialists. He was opposed to paying this 
compliment. He thought the manner in which 
they had so frequently come forward to attempt to 
disturb the peace of society, and to arraign the con- 
duct of State Governments, was not entitled to it. 
He hoped, therefore, the report w vuld not be re- 
ferred. 

The question was put, and there appeared to 
be 35 for the committing the report, and 35 against 
it; the Speaker determined in the affirmative, and 
the question was carried. 


RELIEF OF WIDOWS, &c. 


Mr. Dwient Foster, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom wa: referred the resolution re- 
quiring a report on the propriety of extending the 
act passed June 7, 1794, for making further provi- 
sion for the more effectual protection of the fron- 
tiers of the United States, and for the relief of 
widows and children of officers killed in the ser- 
vice, reported it as their opinion, that it ought to 
be extended to the widows and children of suchas ` 
were killed in the war with the Indians. Com- 
mitted for to-morrow. 


LOSSES RECOVERED UNDER BRITISH- 
TREATY. 


Mr. S. Smrrn presented the following reso- 
lution: ; 

“ Resolved, That the President be requested to direct 
the proper officer to lay before this House a statement 
of the losses recovered by citizens of the United States 
under the treaty made with Great Britain, specifying 
those cases which have been actually decided upon by 
the Court of Appeal.” 

Ordered to lie on the table. 


COUNTERVAILING DUTIES. 


Mr. Josian Parxer also presented the following: 

tt Resolved, That the President of the United- States 
be requested to direct the proper officer to lay. before 
this House a copy of the Act of the British Government 
countervailing the duties on tonnage laid on foreign 
ships and vessels by the United States, and goods, 
wares, and merchandise, imported therein.” 

Ordered to lie on the table. 

LAND. TITLES IN TENNESSEE. 


The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill enabling the Presi- 
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dent to hold a treaty with the Indians elaiming 
lands in the State of Tennessee. Mr. GALLATIN 
proposed an amendment fixing the pay of the 
Commissioners at eight dollars a day, exclusive 
of their expenses; which was agreed to. And, on 
motion of Mr. MoDoweLL, the words “or North 
Carolina,” were moved to be added after the word 
Tennessee, so as to enable the President to treat 
for any land belonging to the Indians within that 
State. The motion was agreed to by 43 to 16. 
The House agreed to the amendments, and the 
bill was ordered to be read a third time to- 
morrow. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WM. BLOUNT. 


Mr. Sirerzaves moved that the unfinished 
business relative te foreign intercourse should be 
postponed, in order to take up the articles of im- 
peachment reported against William Blount. 

Mr. Harper hoped the unfinished business 
would not be postponed for this purpose, as he 
wished it first to be disposed of. 

Mr. Srrareavezs said, he made this motion be- 
cause of the impatience which had been hereto- 
fore shown to go into the business, and because 
he believed it would not require much time. He 
also thought it would be proper to exhibit the ar- 
ticles to the Senate at as early a period as possi- 
ble, as there would be certain preliminary ques- 
tions to be decided before the impeachment could 
be proceeded with—he alluded to the impeach- 
ability of a Senator, which he understood the 
Senate meant to dispute. If the Senate deter- 
mined that one of their body is not impeachable, 
the business would be at. an end. This question 
would be entered upon after the articles were ex- 
hibited. He hoped, therefore, the House would 
take up the subject. By this time, as the evi- 
dence had been long in the hands of the members, 
the subject must be well understood. It would 
be seen that the articles were predicated upon the 
single letter of William Blount to James Carey, 
which was communicated to the House by the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. McDoweE i supported the motion. 

Mr. Macon was opposed to it, wishing the un- 

finished business first to be gone through. 
. Mr. Spriag was in favor of the motion. A 
doubt had arisen whether the trial would go on 
in the absence of the person impeached. If this 
should prove to be the case, it would be necessary to 
send a messenger to Tennessee, and wait his re- 
turn. The sooner, therefore, the business could 
be gone into the better. 

Mr. 'Tuarcuer thought there was no necessity 
‘immediately to proceed to consider the articles in 
question, as he found by a bill before him that the 
Senate considered it necessary to pass a bill before 
they entered. upon the business, prescribing the 
mode of proceeding in cases of impeachment. 

Mr. Gorpon thought the remark of the gentle- 
man last up was not entitled to any weight; if it 
were, the Senate might prevent the impeachment 
altogether. He thought the ‘observation of the 
gentleman from. Maryland (Mr. Sprice) was 
worthy of consideration, The preliminary ques- 


| 
| 


| United States, in violation of the obligations of news 


tion might (and he believed would) be made 
whether a Senator was impeachable. If the Sen- 
ate decided one of their body was not impeach- 
able, the business would be at an end; if not, it 
might be necessary to issue process to call the 
person impeached before them, and it might be 
necessary to protract their session, for the purpose 
of finishing the business; as, after it was gone 
into, it would not be proper to leave it in an un- 
finished state. 

Mr. Corr wished the articles not to be taken 
up to-day, as they were only laid upon the table 
this morning, and he had scarcely time to read 
them. 

Mr. Harper did not think the business would 
come to any earlier termination by going into the 
articles to-day, as a committee of the House would 
have to go to the Senate to argue the point of im- 
peachability with them. 

Mr. Sirareaves thought differently ; for, though 
the managers on the part of the House must be 
heard in the Senate, before the question of im-_ 
peachability was decided, yet the Senate could 
not proceed on the subject before the articles were 
exhibited. Besides, if the matter of fact came to 
be tried, it would be necessary for several wit- 
nesses to be summoned from the State of Tennes- 
see, in addition to the evidence already obtained. 
It would not be proper, therefore, to delay an ex- 
hibition of the articles. 

The question for postponing the unfinished busi- 
ness was put and carried—42 to 41. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the -Whole on the articles of impeachment 
reported against William Blount, Mr. Denr in the 


Chair; when they were read, as follows: : 
Articles exhibited by the House of Representatives of 
the United States, in the name of themselves and of 
all the people of the United States, against William 
Blount, in maintenance of their impeachment against 
him for high crimes and misdemeanors. 


Arricue 1. That, whereas the United States, in the 
months of February, March, April, May, and June, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and. 
ninety-seven, and for many years then past, were at. 
peace with His Catholic Majesty, the King of Spain; 
and whereas, during the months aforesaid, His sai 
Catholic Majesty and the King of Great Britain wer 
at war with each other; yet the said William Bloun y 
on or about the months aforesaid, then being a Senator 
of the United States, and well knowing the premises; 
but disregarding the duties and obligations of his high: 
station, and designing and intending to disturb th 
peace and tranquillity of the United States, and to vio: 
late and infringe the neutrality thereof, did conspir 
and contrive to create, promote, and set on foot, withi 
the jurisdiction and territory of the United States, and: 
to conduct and carry on from thence, a military hostil 
expedition against the territories and dominions of Hi 8 
said Catholic Majesty in the Floridas and Louisiana; or 
a part thereof, for the purpose of wresting the sami 
from. His Catholic Majesty, and of conquering the same. 
for the King of Great Britain, with whom His sai 
Catholic Majesty was then at war as aforesaid, contrary: 
to. the duty of his trust and station as a. Senator óf th 
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trality, and against the laws of the United States, and 
the peace and interests thereof. 

Articuz 2. That, whereas, on the twenty-seventh 
day of October, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-five, a Treaty of Friendship, 
Limits, and Navigation, had been made and concluded 
between the United States and His Catholic Majesty, 
by the fifth article whereof it is stipulated and agreed, 
“that the two high contracting parties shall, by all the 
means in their power, maintain peace and harmony 
among the several Indian nations who inhabit the coun- 
try adjacent to the lines and rivers, which, by the pre- 
ceding articles, form the boundaries of the two Flori- 
das: and the better to obtain this effect, both parties 
oblige themselves expressly to restrain by force all hos- 
tilities on the part of the Indian nations living within 
their boundary, so that Spain will not suffer her In- 
dians to-attack the citizens of the United States, nor 
the Indians inhabiting their territory; nor will the 
United States permit these last-mentioned Indians to 
commence hostilities against the subjects of his Catho- 
lic Majesty or his Indians, ‘in any manner whatever :” 
Yet, the said William Blount, on or about the months 
of February, March, April, May, and June, in the year 
of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
seven, then being a Senator of the United States, and 
well knowing the premises, and that the United States 
were then at peace with His said Catholic Majesty, 
and that His Catholic Majesty was at war with the 
King of Great Britain, but disregarding the duties of 
his high station, and the stipulations of the said treaty, 
and the obligations of neutrality, did conspire and con- 
trive to excite the Creek and Cherokee nations of In- 
dians, then inhabiting within the territorial boundary of 
the United States, to commence hostilities against the 
subjects and possessions of His Catholic Majesty, in 
. the Floridas and Louisiana, for the purpose of reducing 
the same to the dominion of the King of Great Britain, 
with whom His Catholic Majesty was then at war 
as aforesaid: contrary to the duty of his trust and sta- 
tion as a Senator of the United States, in violation of 
the said Treaty of Friendship, Limits, and Navigation, 
and of the obligations of neutrality, and against the 
~ laws of the United States, and the peace and interests 
thereof. 


Arricux 3. That, whereas, by the ordinances and 
acts of Congress for regulating trade and intercourse 
with the Indian tribes, and for preserving peace on the 
frontiers, it has been made lawful for the President of 
the United States, in order to secure the continuance 
of the friendship of the said Indian tribes, to appoint 
such persons, from time to time, as temporary agents, 
to reside among the Indians, as he shall think fit; and 
whereas, in pursuance of the said authority, the Presi- 
dent of the United States, on or about the eighth day 
of September, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-six, did appoint Benjamin 
Hawkins, to be principal temporary agent for Indian 
affairs, within the Indian nations south of the river 
Ohio, and north of the territorial line of the United 
States; and whereas the said Benjamin Hawkins ac- 
cepted the said appointment, and on the 2ist day of 
April, in the year of our Lord one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-seven, and for a long time before and 
afterwards, did exercise the functions, powers, and du- 
ties attached to the same; yet, the said Wm. Blount, on 
or about the said twenty-first day of April, in the year 
of our Lord one thousand seven hundred. and ninety- 
seven, then being.a Senator of the United States, and 


well knowing the premises, did, in the prosecution of 
his criminal designs and of his conspiracies aforesaid, 
and the more effectually to accomplish his intention of 
exciting the Creek and Cherokee nations of Indians to 
commence hostilities against the subjects of His ‘Catho- 
lic Majesty, further conspire and contrive to alienate 
and divert the confidence of the said Indian tribes or 
nations from the said Benjamin Hawkins, the principal 
temporary agent aforesaid, and to diminish, impair, and 
destroy the influence of the said Benjamin Hawkins 
with the said Indian tribes, and their friendly. intercourse 
and understanding with him, contrary to the duty of 
his trust and station as a Senator of the United States, 
and the peace and interests thereof. 


Antics 4. That, whereas, by the ordinances and 
acts of Congress aforesaid, it is made lawful for the 
President of the United States to. establish trading ` 
houses at such places and posts on the western and 
southern frontiers, or in the Indian country, as he shall 
judge most convenient, for the purpose of carrying on 
a liberal trade with the several Indian nations within 
the limits of the United States, and to appoint an agent 
at each trading house established as aforesaid, with sich 
clerks and assistants as may be necessary for the exe- 
cution of the said acts: And, whereas, by a treaty, 
made and concluded on the second day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand seven hundred ‘and 
ninety-one, between the United States and the Chero- 
kee nation of Indians, inhabiting within the limits of 
the United States, it is stipulated and agreed, that “ the 
United States will send such, and so many persons to 
reside in said nation, as they may judge proper, not 
exceeding four, who shall qualify themselves to act as 
interpreters.” And whereas the President of the Uni- 
ted States, as well in pursuance of the authorities in 
this article mentioned, as of the acts of Congress re- 
ferred to in the third article, did appoint James Carey 
to be interpreter for the United States to the said Cher- 
okee nation of Indians, and assist at the public 
trading house established at the Tellico blockhouse, in 
the State of Tennessee: And whereas the said James 
Carey did accept the said appointments, and on the 
twenty-first day of April, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven, and for a 
long time before and afterwards, did exercise the fune- 
tions and duties attached to the same; yet, the said 
William Blount, on or about the said twenty-first day 
of April, in the year last aforesaid, then being a Sena- ` 
tor of the United States, and well knowing the premi- 
ses, did, in prosecution of his criminal designs, and in 
furtherance of his conspiracies aforesaid, conspire and 
contrivé to seduce the said James Carey from the duty 
and trust of his said appointments, and to engage the 


i said James Carey to assist in the promotion and execu- 


tion of his said criminal intentions and conspiracies 
aforesaid, contrary to the duty of his trust and station . 
as a Senator of the United States, and against the 
laws and treaties of the United States, and the peace 
and interests thereof. : 
ARTICLE 5. That whereas certain tribes or nations 
of Indians inhabit within the territorial limits. of the 
United States, between whom, or many of them, and 
the settlements. of the United States, certain. bounda- 
ry lines have, by successive treaties, been stipulated 
and agreed upon, to separate the lands and possessions 
of the said Indians from the lands and possessions of 
the United States; and the ‘citizens thereof: And 
whereas; ‘particularly, by the treaty in the last article 
mentioned to have been made with the Cherokee na- 
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tion, on the second day of July, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand seven hundred and ninety-one, the 
boundary line between the United States and the Che- 
rokee nation was agreed and defined; and it was fur- 


ther stipulated, that the same should be ascertained | 


and marked plainly by three persons appointed on the 


part.of the United States, and three Cherokees on the | 
part of their nation; and whereas, by another treaty, : 


made with the said Cherokee nation, on the 26th day 
of June, in the year of our Lord one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-four, the said herein before recited 
treaty of the second day of July, in the year of our Lord 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-one, was con- 
firmed and established, and it was mutually agreed that 
the said boundary line should be actually ascertained 
and marked in the manner prescribed by the said last 
mentioned treaty; and whereas, in pursuance of the 
said treaties, Commissioners were duly nominated and 
appointed on the part of the United States, to ascer- 
tain and mark the said boundary line; yet the said 


William Blount, on or about the twenty-first day of | 


April, in the year of our Lord one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-seven, then being a Senator of the 


United States, and well knowing the premises, in fur- | 


ther prosecution of his said criminal designs and of his 
conspiracies aforesaid, and the more effectually to ac- 
complish his intention of exciting the said Indians to 
commence hostilities against the subjects of His Catho- 
lic Majesty, did furthex conspire and contrive to dimin- 
ish and impair the. confidence of the said Cherokee 
nation in the Government of the United States, and to 
create and foment discontents and disaffection amongst 
the said Indians towards the Government of the United 


States, in relation to the ascertainment and making of | 


the said boundary line, contrary to the duty and trust 
of his station as a Senator of the United States, and 
against the peace and interests thereof. 

And the House of Representatives, by protestation, 


saving to themselves the liberty of exhibiting, at any. 


time hereafter, any further articles, or other accusation 
or impeachment against the said William Blount, and 
also of replying to his answers which he shall make 
unto the said articles, or any of them, and of offering 


proof to all and every the aforesaid articles, and to all | 


and every other articles, impeachment or accusation, 
which shall be exhibited by them, as the case shall re- 
quire, to demand that the said William Blount may be 
put to answer the said crimes and misdemeanors, and 


that such proceedings, examinations, trials, and judg- ! 


ments, may be thereupon had and given as are agreeable 
to law and justice. 


The articles having been agreed to, Without 
amendment, (except a mere verbal one,) the com- 
mittee. rose, and the House having also agreed to 
them, 

Mr: Sirerpaves moved that managers be ap- 
pointed: on the part of the House for the purpose 
of ‘conducting the impeachment. 

Which being agreed to, 

The Speaker inquired of what number they 
should consist? l 

Mr. Sirerzaves answered eleven. 

Mr. THATCHER, five. 

Mr. S1reresves hoped the number. he had men- 
tioned. would be agreed to ; the business being new, 
and of a very important and delicate nature, he 
thought the managers ought not to be less than 
eleven. Ptah 


My. Tuatcuer withdrew his motion, and eleven 
| was agreed to be the number. 

| Mr. Srrareaves moved that the managers go 
| to the Senate with the articles of impeachment. 

| Mr. Venasiz wished to know how the mana- 
| gers were to be appointed. 

Mr. Sirereaves said, with respect to the man- 
ner of appointing managers, he left it to the dis- 
‘cretion of the House. The British House of 
: Commons appointed their managers of impeach- 
| ment by ballot, as they did all their large com- 
mittees. In that House a different course was 
taken with respect to committees; they were al- 
ways appointed by the Speaker, except specially 
ordered otherwise. The former committee on 
this business was appointed by the Speaker. He 
was not disposed to deviate from the usual prac- 
tice. If, however, any gentleman wished to move 
that they be appointed by ballot, such a motion, 
he supposed, would be in order. 

Mr. VenaBue did not think the House had any 
rule on the subject. The rule for appointing com- 
mittees did not apply to the present case, which 
was perfectly new. He thought, therefore, that 
a vote of the House ought to determine in what 
manner the managers should be appointed. He 
had no objection to the SpEaKER’s appointing 
them, if the House should so determine. 

Mr. Tuarcuer did not think there was any 
difference between these managers and other com- 
mittees of the House, and, therefore, could see no 
objection to choosing them in the usual mode. 

The Speaker read the rule, and said managers 
of conferences with the Senate were chosen in 
the same way. 

Mr. Gautatin thought the rule directing the 
appointment of committees did not apply in the 
present case. It was true that managers of con- 
ferences of the Senate were thus chosen; but he 
thought there was an essential difference between 
the two cases. Managers of conferences reported 
to the House similarly with committees, and in 
i fact they were a committee, though called by 
different name. But managers of an impeach 
ment on the part of that House,appeared to him 
| to be quite a different thing. They were not to. 
make a report to the House which might be af- 
firmed or negatived ; they were the representa 
tives of the House, and what they did would b 
final. Under this impression, in order to take thi 
sense of the House upon the business, he moved. 
that the managers be elected by ballot. os 

This motion was carried without a division, 
and the members were proceeding to prepare their- 
ballots, when 

Mr. Isaac Parker said,as he was not prepare 
to give his vote, not being sufficiently acquainte 
with the members to know who were the most 
| fit to be managers. he should move that the ap- 
| pointment of managers be postponed till to-mor- 
| row; which motion was carried. 


LUCY CLARK. 


The House. then, after a further vote to post 
pone the unfinished business, resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the report of th 
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Committee of Claims on the petition of Lucy 
‘Clark, who prayed for the reimbursement of the 

sum of £32 10s. 9d., Virginia currency, with in- 
; terest from the 14th of August, 1787—being the 
amount of money she alleges she has been obliged 
to pay on a judgment and execution against her, 
founded on a bond executed by her husband in 
his life-time, for the hire of a negro man, employed 
by him in public service. 

The Committee of Claims reported in her fa- 
vor, and, after some little opposition, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole concurred in the report. The 
' House rose, agreed to it, and a bill was ordered to 
. be brought in accordingly. 


Tuespay, January 30. 


The bill appropriating money for holding a 
‘treaty with the Indians claiming land in the States 
of Tennessee or North Carolina, was read the 
_ third time and passed. 
IMPEACHMENT OF WM. BLOUNT. 


Mr. Sirereaves said, as it was yesterday stated 
hat the rules of the House respecting the ap- 
pointment of committees did not apply to the 
present case, it would be well for the House to 
ettle a question, before it proceeded to the elec- 
nof managers of the impeachment, which might 
arise in the business, viz: whethera majority or a 
| plurality or votes were to` make a choice. He 
herefore proposed the following resolution, which 
: Was agreed to by the House: 
<- “ Resolved, That in the ballot for managers on the 
art of this House, of the impeachment against Wil- 
iam Blount, a majority of the whole number of mem- 
ers present shall make a choice; that if more than 
leven members shall have a majority, eleven of the 
highest shall be chosen; and if any two or more mem- 
‘bers have a majority of votes, and shall be equal in 
umber, the same shall be decided by a new ballot.” 


The Sergeant-at-Arms proceeded to collect the 
ballots, which being done, the Speaker appointed 
Messrs. D. Foster and Jones, as tellers. 

Having examined the votes, which took up 
early two hours, Mr. D. Foster reported, that 
he tellers had performed the business assigned 
hem, and found the whole number of votes to be 
inety-one, and that consequently forty-six made 
choice, and that the following nine gentlemen, 
nd no more, were elected, viz: 


Mr. SITGREAVES - - - 76 votes. 
Mr. Bavar - - - - 69 * 
Mr. Harper - - - 6 * 
Mr. Gorpon - - - 62 « 
Mr. Pinckney = - - 53 * 
“Mr.Dana - - -. - 52 “ 
“Mr. BALDWIN - - - 48 “ 
Mr. Sewatn_ - - - 46 “ 
Mr. Hosmer - = - 46 “ 


Mr. BaLpwin said that, perceiving some of the 
Ommittee which had formerly acted on. this busi- 
s, did not possess so much confidence as others, 
ould beg the House to: excuse him from serv- 
sone of the managers of the impeachment.: 

Mr, Brooxs thought it was curious that, after 


having obtained a: majority of votes, the gentle- 
man. from Georgia should complain of not having 
the confidence of the House. Did the gentleman 
expect to have received the whole 91 votes? Ex- 
cept a better reason was given, he hoped the gen- 
tleman would not be excused from serving. He 
was astonished to hear the reason which had been 
given. Did the gentleman wish the voice of feeble 
minorities to show confidence instead of majori- 
ties? Ifso, his wish would not, he believed, be 
the wish of the House. 

Mr. Batpwin said, the gentleman from New 
York had misunderstood him. He did not say 
that he did not possess the confidence of the 
House; but that some members of the committee 
appeared not to possess so much of the confidence 
of the House, as others. Seia, 

Mr. Tuarcuer asked the number of votes which 
the gentleman from Georgia had received. On 
being informed, he hoped the gentleman would 
withdraw his motion, since he would see that 
none of the committee possessed the entire confi- 
dence of the House. 

Mr. Batowin said he had stated the reasons of 
his request, and hoped the sense of the House 
would be taken upon it. oe 

Mr. Pinckney hoped the question would not be 
taken. If any question could have come before the: 
House, on which members should have divested 
themselves of all ideas of party, this was such an 
one. He trusted there was a general wish in the 
House to sift the matter to the bottom. If he uns 
derstood the gentleman from Georgia, his objec- 
tion did not arise from his not having had more 
votes, but because another member of the commit- 
tee (Mr. Dawson) was not elected. If this was 
his objection, at this period, it was not complete: 
The House had yet a further ballot to make, and 
the gentleman alluded to might be elected; and, 
then, consistent with his own feelings, he might 
serve. Mr. P. said he was himself unwell, and 
not in the House when the ballots were collected, 
or he certainly should have voted for all the mém- 
bers of the committee: l 

Mr. BaLowin persisted in his motion, which 
was carried, there being 48 votes for it. ade, 

A new ballot then took place for three addition~ 
al members. The votes having. been collected, 
the tellers counted them as before,.and reported 
that the whole number of votes ‘was 91; but that 
no member had a higher number of votes than'37, 
and consequently that no election had taken place: 
Messrs. Dawson, Dennis, Gorpon, and GaLna~ 
TIN, had the highest number-of votes. 

Mr. Gorpon moved that the choice of the three 
remaining managers should be postponed till -to~ 
morrow. es 

Mr. GALLATIN hoped not. fen Sos 

Mr. Sewatv wished the business to be postpon- 
ed, as by to-morrow gentlemen might reconcile 
their differentes: of opinion on. the. subject. -He 
wished it also, because-he had a subject. to lay be- 
fore the House, which he thought of importance 
to be settled before they separated. - -i 

Mr. Macon was yesterday in favor of adjourn: 
ment; but expérience had convinced him he was 
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wrong. He hoped the business would be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The motion was negatived—55 to 35. 

A fresh ballot was then proceeded with, which, 
upon the votes being examined, proved, as before, 
a nullity, no member having a majority of votes. | 

Mr. Harper hoped any further pruceeding upon ; 
this subject be postponed till to-morrow, that gen- | 
tlemen might have on opportunity of understand- | 
ing each other. | 

The motion was carried, there being 48 votesin | 
favor of it. 

Mr. Sewa te rose to bring forward the business | 
which he had mentioned; when 

A motion was made to adjourn, which was 
neserived, there being only thirteen votes in-favor 
of it. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. | 


Mr. Bewara then said, he believed the business | 
which he had to lay before the House would re- | 
quire secrecy, as it was a subject which would | 
considerably affect the feelings of the members of | 
the House. He therefore moved that the galleries 
might be cleared; which was accordingly done, 
excepting the members.and Clerk, | 

Mr. Sewaxu then stated, that he had been in- | 
formed, ina manner which left no doubt of the 
truth of the fact, that, in the presence of the House | 
whilst sitting, Marrnew Lyon, a member from | 
the State of Vermont, did this day commit a vio- | 
lent attack and gross indecency upon the person of | 
Rocer Griswo tp, another member of this House; | 
and, in order to bring the subject before the House, | 
that he had prepared a resolution, which he read | 
in his place, and delivered in at the Clerk’s tabie. | 
A question was then taken in thefollowing words: | 
Does the matter so communicated require se- | 
crecy ? i 

This motion passed unanimously in the nega- | 
tive, and the galleries were opened. | 

, The House then proceeded to consider the mo- | 
tion made by the member from Massachusetts, | 
which was read, as follows: i 


“ Resolved, That Matthew Lyon, a member of this | 
House, for a violent attack and gross indecency com- 
mitted upon the person of Roger Griswold, another 
member, in the presence of this House, whilst sitting, 


be, for this disorderly behaviour, expelled therefrom.” | Smith, Peleg Sprague, George Thatcher, Richard: 


tt was moved that this resolution be referred to 
a committee to be denominated a Committee of 
Privileges; with instructions to inquire into the 


whole matter of the’ said resolution, and to re- 


port the same with their opinion thereon to the 
House. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
decided in the affirmative, 49 to 44, as follows: 


Yuas—George Baer, jr, Bailey Bartlett, James A. 
Bayard, David Brooks, Stephen Bullock, Christopher 
G. Champlin, John Chapman, James Cochran, 
Coit, William Craik; Samuel: W. Dana, 
Davis, John: Dennis, 


Joshua | Goodloe Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N: 
Thomas T. PE 
George Dent, Thomas Evans, | Hosmer, Walter Jones, Matthew Locke, Nathaniel 
Abiel: Foster, Dwight Foster; Jonathan Freeman, Na- Macon, William Matthews, Blair McClenachan, José} 
thaniel Freeman, jr., Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
William. Gordon, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas | New, John Nicholas, Josiah Parker, Thos: Sinnickse 
Hartley, Wm. Hindman, Hezekiah’ L. Hosmer, James | Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, Richard Sprig; 


lH. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James 


| Machir, William Matthews, Lewis R. Morris, Isaac 
| Parker, Thomas Pinckney, John Reed, John Rut- 
| ledge, jr, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas 
| Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, Pe- 
| leg Sprague, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark 
Thomson, Thomas Tillinghast, John E. Van Alen, 
Peleg Wadsworth, and John Williams. 
Nays—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel 
Benton, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bry- 


! an, Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Clai- 


borne, William Charles Cole Claiborne, Matthew Clay, 
John Clopton, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, 
William Findley, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, James 
Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, William Barry Grove, John 
A. Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, 
Joseph Heister, David Holmes, Walter Jones, Matthew 
Locke, Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph 


McDowell, John Milledge, Anthony New, John Nich- | 


olas, Josiah Parker, Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel 
Smith, Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas 
Sumter, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Abraham Venable, and Robert Williams. 

Ordered, That Messrs. PINCKNEY, VENABLE, 
Kirrera, Isaac Parker, R. Witiiams, Cocu- 
RAN, and Denr, be a committee for the purpose. 

A motion was then made that the House come 
to the following resolution : 


‘* Resolved, That this House will consider it a high’ 


breach of privilege if either of the members shall enter 
into any personal contest until a decision of the House 
shall be had thereon.” 


A motion was made to add the following words’ 


to the end thereof : 


“ And that the said Matthew Lyon be considered in: | 


the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms until the further 
order of the House.” 


The yeas and nays were taken upon this ques- 
tion and decided in the negative—29 to 62, as 
follows: 


Yzas—Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, Joshua 
Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Dennis, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Henry: 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Thomas 
Hartley, William Hindman, James H. Imlay, John 
| Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, Isaa 


| Parker, Thomas Pinckney, John Rutledge, jr., Samuel 
| Sewall, William Shepard, Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel 


! Thomas, and Peleg Wadsworth. 


: Bard, Lemuel Benton, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent 
| David Brooks, Nathan Bryan, Stephen Bullock, Dem- 


; sey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Christopher G. Champ 
| lin, John Chapman, Thomas Claiborne, Wm. Charles 
; Cole Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Jame 

| Cochran, John Dawson, George Dent, Lucas Elmené 
dorph, William Findley, John Fowler, Jonathan Free: 
| man, Nathaniel Freeman, jr, Albert Gallatin, Jam 


| Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Rob 


| Havens, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, Hezekiah” 


| McDowell, John Milledge, Lewis R. Morris, Antho 


i Naxs-—George Baer, jr, Abraham Baldwin, David 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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the College of Physicians of Philadelphia, accom 
panying the proceedings of that body relative to 
the prevention of the introduction and spreading 
of contagious diseases, which had this morning 
been laid before the members. It was read and 


ordered to lie upon the table. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. Vena ce said, he was directed by the Com- 
mittee of Privileges to inform the House, that the 
Chairman of that committee (Mr. Pinckngy) 
was yesterday taken ill, and was unable to attend 
to the business referred to them; that the com- 
mittee had this morning received a note from 
Mr. P. stating, that he was still too much indis- 
posed to attend to business; they, therefore, 
wished him to ask for the appointment of another 
member in his place. 

The motion being agreed to, the SPEAKER nomi- 
nated Mr. RUTLEDGE. i 

Mr. Venaste then added, that he was also re- 
quested to ask leave of the House to sit during 
the session. Leave was granted. i 


OLIVER POLLOCK. 


The Speaker having informed the House that 
the business first in order was the bill providing 
the means of intercourse with foreign nations, ` 

Mr. Grece moved that this subject be post- 
poned, for the purpose of taking up the report of 
the Committee of Claims on the petition of Oli- 
yer Pollock. He was induced to make this mo- 
tion, as he presumed the House would. not. be 
inclined to proceed on the subject of foreign inter- 
course at present, having given leave to the Com- 
mittee of Privileges to sit during the session. 

Mr. Gattatin proposed that the subject of 
foreign intercourse be postponed till to-morrow. ~’ 

Mr. Tuatcuer said, as it was possible the Com- 
mittee of Privileges might not report to-morrow, 
he would move that the business in question ‘be 
postponed till Monday. Agreed to. co 

Mr. Grece then renewed his motion for taking 
up the report of the Committee of Claims ‘on 
the petition of Oliver Pollock; which being 
agreed to, j 

The House then resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Claims on the petition of Oliver Pol- 
lock, Mr. Baupwin in the Chair. l 

The report was read: After stating a variety 
of charges for services done the United States, 
which the committee think ought not to be al- 
lowed, it is recommended that the petitioner 
should be allowed $3,000 for his expenses whilst 
detained at Havana, on account of debts owing 
on account of the United States, and $1,740 
which are said to bave been paid.to Thomas 
Peterson, for his detention at New Orleans, as.a 
hostage on account of the said debts. After some 
debate, the Committee of the Whole agreed to 
the following resolution, reported by the Com- 
mittee of Claims—59 to 30: i . 

Resolved, That the accounting officers `of the 
Treasury be directed to settle the account of Oliver 


Pollock, and allow him the sum of $4,740, with the inte- l 


jr, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Mark Thomson» 
Thomas Tillinghast, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, John 
E. Van Alen, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, 
John Williams, and Robert Williams. 

This motion being negatived, the sense of the 
House was then taken upon the main question, as 
originally offered, and it was carried. The House 
adjourned about 8 o’clock in the evening. 


Wepnespay, January 31. 


After the Journal was read this morning, 

Mr. D. Foster reported a bill for the relief of 
Lucy Clark, which was twice read, and commit- 
ted for to-morrow. 

The Speaker desired members to prepare their 
ballots for the election of the three managers of 
the impeachment against William Blount, which 
remained to be elected. 

Mr. Pinckney hoped the House would now 
adjourn, in order that the Committee of Privi- 
leges might proceed in the business which had 
been committed to them, as it was desirable that 
it should be disposed of as soon as possible. 

The motion for adjournment was put and nega- 
tived—45 to 33. . 

The House then proceeded to the election of 
the three managers, and the votes having been 
collected, Messrs. D. Foster and Jones were 
. again appointed tellers; and having counted the 
votes, reported as follows: 

That the whole number of votes was ninety, 
and that therefore 46 made a choice; that Mr. 
Dennis had 61, Mr. Evans 61, Mr. ImLay 60; 
and that of course they were duly elected. 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a report on the 
subject of salaries of the clerks employed in the 
public offices, which was committed for to- 
morrow. 

The motion for adjournment was again re- 
newed and carried. 


Tuurspay, February 1. 


Mr. S. Smita called up the resolution which 
e laid upon the table some days ago, calling upon 
“the President of the United States for a state- 
ment of the losses recovered under the British 
Treaty, which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Harrison, the House went 
‘into a Committee of the Whole on the bill for 
the relief of Lucy Clark; which having been 
“agreed to, the committee rose, the House con- 
‘firmed the report of the Committee of the Whole, 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-morrow. 

My. T. CLargorne moved. that the Committee 


Tom the consideration of the petition of Amy- 
Dardin, in order that it might be taken up. sepa- 
tely. The motion was negatived—39 to 30. 


© The Speaxer.informed the House. that ‘he had 
yeceived.a-letter from. Dr. Redman, President of 
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rest from the time of payment, which shall be consi- 
dered in full of all claims of the petitioner upon the 


Treasury of the United States.” 


The committee then rose, the House agreed to 
the resolution without a division, and the Com- 


mittee of Claims was directed to report a bill 
accordingly. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


The Speaker informed the House that he had 
received a letter from a member from Vermont, 
which he was requested to lay before them. 

Mr. Ruriepes thought, that in all cases, when 
letters were sent to the SPEAKER to be laid before 
the House, it would be proper for him to state the 
substance of such communications before they 
are read, otherwise improper matters might be 
brought before them. 

The Speaker allowed that the suggestion was 
a proper one, and proceeded to state the contents 
of the letter in his hand; which having done, 
the reading of it was called for, and it was read 
as follows: 


To the Speaker of the House of Representatives : 


Sir: As the attention of the House of Representa- 
tives has been called to my conduct in a dispute with 
Mr. Griswotp, on a suggestion of its being a violation 
of the order of the House, and the respect due to it from 
all its members, I feel it incumbent on me to obviate 
the imputation of intentional disrespect. Permit me, 
sir, through you, to assure the House of Representa- 
tives that I feel as much as any of its members the ne- 
cessity of preserving the utmost decorum in its proceed- 
ings; that I am incapable of an intentional violation of 
its rules; and that, if, in the present instance, I am 
chargeable with a disregard of them, it is owing wholly 
to my ignorance of their extent, and that the House of 
Representatives claimed any superintendence over its 
members when not formally constituted, and when they 
are not engaged in actual business. IfI have been 
mistaken in my understanding on this subject, I beg 
the House to believe that my fault has been without in- 
tention, and that I am very sorry that I have deserved 
its censure. I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

f MATTHEW LYON. 
» FEBRUARY 1, 1798. 


The reading of the letter having been gone 
through, a member proposed that it should lie on 
the-table, when 

Mr. Macon said, that as it was an acknowledg- 
ment of improper conduct, he thought it ought to 
beentered upon the Journals. 

Mr. Nicnotas moved that the letter be referred 
to the committee who have this subject under con- 
sideration. Gentlemen would recollect, he said, 
that, on a former occasion, when an offence of the 
same nature was committed, a letter written by 
the offending member was not only referred, but 
was also deemed a sufficient apology to- the 
House. -He did- not know. that this would be the 
case in the present instance ; but that it might be, 
was evinced by the case to which he alluded. He 
hoped, therefore, it would be referred. Agreed to. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT. 


Mr. Harper said, that in the report of the com- 
mittee. appointed: to:prepare ‘articles of im peach- 


‘United. States of America;” the other, passed:on. th 


ment against William Blount, made on the 4th of 
December last, there wasa letter which was com- 
municated to the committee by the Spanish Min- 
ister, from General Clark, of Savannah, to the 
Spanish Consul at Charleston, in which it was 
stated that certain proposals had been made to 
him, hostile to the interests of the United States. 
The committee thought this subject was worthy 
of further investigation ; but, as the House of Rep- 
reseutatives was now sitting, they did not think 
it proper to incur any expense in the business 
without an order of the House for the purpose, 
To effect this, he had prepared a resolution au- 
thorizing the committee to make the investiga- 
tion; which he read, and delivered in at the 
Clerk’s table. 

Mr. Varnum wished to know whether there 
was now any such committee in existence as the 
gentleman from South Carolina spoke of. 

The Speaker answered there was not; they 
had finished the business committed to them, and 
of course were discharged. 

Mr. Harper said if that were so, he would let 
the resolution lie upon the table for the present, 
and, at another opportunity, move for the appoint- 
ment of a new committee. 


Fripay, February 2. 


The Speaker reminded the House that it was’ 
necessary to appoint a committee to wait upon the 
President of the United States, with the resolution 
which was yesterday agreed to. 

Mr. S. Smita accordingly moved that a com- 
mittee be appointed ; which motion was agreed 
to, and Mr. S. Smrra and Mr. CHAMPLIN were 
named. 


NATCHEZ MEMORIAL. 


Mr. W. C. Cuaiporne presented a memorial, 
from the inhabitants of the Natchez District, pray- 
ing Congress to turn its attention to that quarter, 
to sanction the grants of land which had been: 
made by Spain, notwithstanding any former Bri- 
tish grants, and also that they would furnish them 
with a provisional Government. They state their 
numbers to be about 5,000, and half that number 
of negroes; that their produce is chiefly cotto 
and indigo, which they cannot cultivate to advan 
tage without slaves. 

This petition, together with the Messages of 
the President of the 3d of June, 1797, and of the. 
23d of January last, which had relation to thi 
subject, were referred to a select committee. 


ACTS OF GREAT BRITAIN. 


The following Message was received from th 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: ; 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 

I have received from our Minister in. Londont 
Acts of the Parliament of Great Britain, one passed 
the 4th of July, 1797, entitled. “An act for carryin 
into execution the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, atid 
Navigation, concluded between His Majesty and th 


19th day of July,.1797, entitled.“ An act før: regulating 
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the trade to be carried on with the British possessions 
in India, by the ships of nations in amity with His 
Majesty.” These Acts have such connexions with the 
commercial and political interests of the United States, 
that it is proper they should be communicated to Con- 
gress. I have accordingly transmitted copies of them 
with this Message. 
JOHN ADAMS. 

Unitren Srates, February 2, 1798. 

The said Message was read, and, together with 
the acts accompanying the same. ordered to be 
referred to the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. VENABLE, from the Committee of Privi- 
leges, made the following report: 


The Committee of Privileges, to whom was referred 
a resolution on the 30th of January, charging Mat- 
-thew Lyon with disorderly behaviour, with instructions 
to inquire into the whole matter thereof, and to report 
the same, with their opinion thereon, to the House, hav- 
ing examined several witnesses on oath touching the 
subject, report: That, during the sitting of the House of 
Representatives on the 30th day of January, 1798, the 
tellers of the House being engaged in counting the bal- 
lots for Managers of the impeachment against William 
Blount, the Speaker had left his Chair, and many 
members their seats, as is usual on such occasions; the 
Speaker was sitting in one of the member’s seats, 
next to the bar of the House, and several members near 
him, of whom Mr. Griswold was one. 

Mr. Lyon was standing without the bar of the House, 
leaning on the same, and holding a conversation with 
the Speaker. He spoke loud enough to be heard by 
all those who were near him, as if he intended to be 
heard by them. The subject of his conversation was, 
the conduct of the Representatives of the State of 
Connecticut, (of whom Mr. Griswold was one.) Mr. 
Lyon declared that they acted in opposition to the in- 
terests and opinion of nine-tenths of their constituents; 
that they were pursuing their own private views, with- 
out regarding the interests of the people; that they 
were seeking offices, which they were willing to accept, 
whether yielding $9,000 or $1,000. He further ob- 
served that the people of that State were blinded or de- 
ceived by those Representatives; that they were per- 
mitted to see but one side of the question in politics, 
being lulled asleep by the opiates which the members 
from that State administered to them; with other ex- 
pressions equally tending to derogate from the political 
integrity of the Representatives of Connecticut: 

On Mr. Lyon’s observing, that if he should go into 
Connecticut, and manage a press there six months, al- 
though the people of that State were not fond of revo- 
lutionary principles, he could effect a revélution, and 
turn out the present Representatives—Mr. Griswold 


: replied to these remarks, and, amongst other things, | 


said, “If you go into Connecticut, you had better wear 


: your wooden sword,” or words to that effect, alluding | 


< to Mr. Lyon’s having been cashiered in the army. 
Mr. Lyon did not notice the allusion at this time, but 
‘ continued the conversation on the same subject. Mr. 
Griswold then left his seat, and stood next to Mr. Lyon, 
leaning on the bar; being outside the same. j 


On Mr. Lyon’s saying he knew the people of Con- 


‘tecticut well, having lived among them many years— 

‘that he had. frequent occasion to fight them in his own 

i district, and ‘that’ he never failed to convince them— 
Sth Coy.—-31 


Mr. Griswold asked, if he fought them with his wooden 
sword, on which Mr. Lyon spat in his face. 

The Committee having attentively considered the 
foregoing state of facts, and having heard Mr. Lyon in 
his defence, are of opinion that his conduct in this trans- 
action was highly indecorous,and unworthy of a mem- 
ber of this House. 

They, therefore, recommend the adoption of the re- 
solution submitted to their considcration by the House, 
in the words following, to wit: 

“ Resolved, That Matthew Lyon, a member of this 
House, for a violent attack and gross indecency, com- 
mitted upon the person of Roger Griswold, another 
member, in the presence of the House while sitting, be 
for this disorderly behaviour expelled therefrom,” 

The report having been read, 

Mr. Lyon said, he did not think the evidence 
was stated in its full extent in this report. He . 
wished, therefore, before the House procceded in 
the business, they would hear the evidence them- 
selves. 

Mr. Harper inquired of the Speaker whether 
that was the usual mode of proceeding 2 

The Speaker said, it was necessary first to take 
up the report for a second reading. 

Mr. Macon observed that this was a very- deli- 
cate and a very serious question, as it related to 
one of the members of that House, and as it re- 
spected the dignity of the House itself. He hoped, 
therefore, the report would be printed, that some 
time would be given to consider it, and that the 
House would themselves hear the testimony, The 
punishment which the report proposed. was equal 
to death itself. He hoped, therefore, it would not 
be acted upon hastily, but made the order of the 
day for Monday. 

Mr. Harper did not wish to press the business 
in an improper manner, as it was certainly of 
great importance to a member of that House, to 
the House itself, and to the dignity of the coun- 
try. It was usual to have all reports of any con- 
sequence printed, and a day or two given for con- 
sideration. He was not himself desirous of delay, 
as he was at present ready to vote upon. the ques- 
tion; but, if other members wished it, he should 
not object to the motion proposed. by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 7 

Mr. NıcnoLas took it for granted, that, when- 
ever this subject came up, the House would: think 
it necessary to gointo an examination of the wit- 
nesses themselves, and not rely upon the manner 
in which their testimony had struck others. He 
thought it would be best, therefore, whilst the re~: 
port was printing, to go on in the ‘examination of 
witnesses. : 

The question for postponing till Monday was 
put and carried. ; , ; 

Mr. Nıcnoras said, he had no objection- to wait 
for the printing of the report, before the House 


proceeded to. examine the witnesses, but he should 


not waive the right of naving them re-examined 
before the House. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT. 


Mr. Harper renewed his motion for inquirin 
into the subject of the letter written by Genera. 
Clark, of Georgia, to the Spanish Consul at 
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Charleston, on the subject of some proposals has- 
tile to the interests of the United States, which 
had been made to him, by moving the appoint- 
ment of a committee for the purpose, instead of 
referring the subject to a committee lately in be- 
ing, appointed to prepare articles of impeachment 
against William Blount; which, after some few 
observations, was agreed to, and the same gentle- 
men which formed the old commitiee were ap- 
pointed on this. i 

Mr. Srrersaves moved that the managers ap- 
pointed to conduct the impeachment against Wil- 
liam Blount carry the said articles to the Senate. 
Agreed to. i 

The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill for the relief of Comfort Sands, and 
others, and having gone through it, they rose, and 
the bill was recommitted. 


Monpay, February 5. 


Mr. D. Foster reported a bill for the relief of 
Oliver Pollock, which was committed for Wed- 
nesday. 


LOSSES RECOVERED UNDER THE BRITISH 
TREATY. 

Mr. S. SmıTa, from the committee appointed 
to wait on the President of the United States, 
with the resolution of this House of the first in- 
stant, relative to the losses recovered by the citi- 
zens of the United States, under the treaty with 
Great Britain, and to the cases which have actu- 
ally been decided on in the Courts of Appeals un- 
der that Government, reported that the committee 
had, according to order, performed that service; 
and that the President signified to them that he 
would direct the proper officer to prepare a state- 
ment or statements, in pursuance of the said reso- 
lution, which he should cause to be laid before 
the House. 


FRENCH OUTRAGES. 


The following Message was received from the 
Presipen'r or Tar Unirep Srares: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

Ihave received a letter from his Excellency Charles 
Pinckney, Esq., Governor of the State of South Caro- 
lina, dated the 22d October, 1797, enclosing a number 
of depositions and witnesses to several captures and 
outrages committed within and near the limits of the 
United States, by a French privateer belonging to Cape 
Francois, or Monte Christo, called the Vertitude or 
Fortitude, and commanded by a person of the name of 
Jordon or Jourdain, and particularly upon an English 
merchant ship named the Oracabissa, which he first 
plundered and then burned, with the rest of her cargo, 
of great value, within the territory of the United States, 
inthe harbor of Charleston, on the 17th of October last. 
Copies of which letter and depositions, and also of seve- 
ral other depositions relative to the same subject, re- 
ceived from the Collector of Charleston, are herewith 
communicated. 

‘Whenever the channel of diplomatical communica- 
tion between’ the United States and France shall be 
opened, I shall demand ‘satisfaction for the insult and 
reparation for the injury. ; $ 


I have transmitted these papers to Congress, not so 
much for the purpose of communicating an account of 
so daring a violation of the territory of the United 
States, as to show the propriety and necessity of en- 
abling the Executive authority of Government to take 
measures for protecting the citizens of the United 
States and such foreigners as have a right to enjoy 
their peace, and the protection of their laws, within 
their limits, in that as well as some other harbors which 
are equally exposed. JOHN ADAMS. 

Uniren Srares, February 5, 1798. 


This Message, with the documents accompany- 
ing it, was referred to the committee for consider- 
ing on proper measures for the protection and 
defence of the country. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. Sewart moved the House to take up the 
report of the Committee of Privileges, in order 
that it might be committed to a Committee of the 
Whole. l 

Mr. R. WıLLrams wished to know whether ev- 
idence could be heard in a Committee of the 
Whole. 

The Speaker said, the House might author- 
ize the Committee of the Whole to hear evidence. 

Mr. SEWALL moved the report to be committed. 
If gentlemen wished evidence to be heard before 
the committee, they would, of course, make an 
addition to his motion, For his own part he 
thought it unnecessary. 

Mr. Nıcnoras had no objection to evidence be- 
ing heard before a Committee of the Whole, ex- 
cept that it might involve the subject in some em- 
barrassment; as it was possible that a majority 
of the committee might come to a decision which, 
according to the Constitution, it would require 
two-thirds of the House to confirm. He saw no 
reason for going into a committee, except that 
the Speaker would have to give his testimony ; 
but he did not see why the Speaker might not 
give his testimony from his seat, as well as from 
any other place. By going into a committee, the 
subject would take up longer time than it other- 
wise would do, as they should have twice to go 
over the same ground. 

Mr. R. Wixttams was in favor of hearing the ; 
evidence before the committee. 

Mr. Tuatcuer was not of opinion, with the 
gentleman from Virginia, that this matter should’ 
be run over as soon as possible. He thought it of 
infinite importance, as it respected the dignity of > 
the House and the people at large, and he hoped 
it would go through every form of the House. 

The question for a commitment was put and 
carried, and it was made the order for this day. 

Mr. Nicwotas then moved that the Committee 
of the Whole be authorized to examine testim ony, 
and called for the yeas and nays upon the ques“ 
tion; which being agreed upon, they were taken 
and, so little opposition was there to this mode of 
proceeding, that the question was carried,88 to 4. 
The negatives were Messrs. Gorpon, SEWALL, 
SITGREAVES, and THATCHER. las 

Mr. D. Foster. moved that the committee 
should be authorized to report the whole of th 
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and states that a sum not exceeding 10,500 dollars 
will be necessary for the former object, and a sum 
not exceeding 2,500 dollars for the latter. This 
report was referred to the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, with instructions to re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Harrer, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made a report on the petitions of 
Francis M'Donald, and others, messengers in the 
Departments of State, Treasury and War, rec- 
ommending an addition to their salaries of one 
hundred dollars, making the salary allowed to 
each 350 dollars in the whole. Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole to whom has been re- 
ferred the bill making appropriations for the sup- 
port of Government for the year 1798. 

Mr. SITGREAVES, from the managers appointed 
to conduct the impeachment against William 
Blount, said, he was directed to inform the House 
that, in consequence of official arrangements made 
for the purpose, the managers would exhibit the 
articles of impeachment to the Senate, to-mor- 
row at 12 o’clock. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


The House then again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Privileges, on the dispute between Mr. 
Lyon and Mr. Griswoup, Mr. Denr in the 
Chair; when Mr. Hosmer, from New York pro- 
ceeded to give his evidence which differed a lit- 
tle, as far as it went, from that delivered by the 
‘SPEAKER. : 

Mr. Dana was next called upon. Mr. D. said 
his feelings were pretty strongly interested in the 
business before the House; and as there were 
other gentlemen more particularly acquainted 
with the transaction, for reasons which were sat- 
isfactory to himself, he would rather be excused 
from giving an account of the business, except it - 
should be deemed necessary. He said he had 
given his testimony before the Committee of 
Privileges, and it had occasioned some unpleasant 
remarks. He had, therefore, no desire to place 
himself in the same situation again, and hoped 
he should he excused. i 

After some few observations from different 
members, the sense of the committee was taken 
on the subject, and it was against his being ex- 
cused. vo 

Mr. Dana, from Connecticut, then gave his 
evidence. It differed principally from that of the 
other members, in giving an account of the con- 
versation which passed between him and Mr. 
Lyon before the Speaker came up to them, and 
cautioned them to be cool. This conversation, it 
seems, arose from Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, 
having told Mr. Dana that Mr. Lyon had said.to 
him. “that the representatives from Connecticut 
would all be turned out, if they voted against Mr. 
Nicwouas’s amendment.” Mr. Dana questioned 
Mr. Lon on the subject; and. Mr. Lyon replied 
that he had not said so, but “ that they would all 
be turned out, if they carried their point,” which 
was afterwards explained to be, “ that the. Presi- 
dent should have power to appoint men to offices 


evidence, as he thought it was important it should 
be entered upon the Journals. Carried. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, Mr. Denr in the Chair, on this 
subject. ~ 

Mr. Tuatcusr said it would be necessary that 
a Judge should attend to administer an oath to 
the members who should be called upon to give 
their testimony. 

The CHAIRMAN informed the committee that 
the Judge of the District Court was in the House. 
Judge Perers was accordingly called upon. 

Mr. Ruriepce desired an oath might be ad- 
ministered to the Speaker, Messrs. S. SMITH, 
Brooks, Hosmer, Corr, Dana, GOODRICH, and 
Cuame.in; which was accordingly done. 

Mr. Rurvenes said, if there should be occasion, 
he should also call upon Judge Carman, a Sena- 
tor from Vermont, as an evidence. m 

Mr. Curpman was, towards the close of the 
sitting, also sworn. 

Some conversation took place as to the best 
mode of taking the evidence, whether, as it was 
to be reported to the House, it should be received 
from the witnesses in writing, leaving them to be 
questioned afterwards by the members of the 
committee, or whether it should be given viva 
voce, deliberately, and taken down by the Clerk. 
The latter mode was at length adopted, and the 
Speaker proceeded to give his testimony. 

The whole of the testimony taken in this case, 
revised by the members themselves, and given in 
at the Clerk’s table, on the 12th February, will 
_ be found in the proceedings of that day.] 

The examination of the Speaker being ended, 
Mr. S. Suita, from Maryland, and Mr. Brooks, 
from New York, gave their evidence to the com- 
mittee. 

The evidence of these gentlemen being finish- 
ed, the committee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


Tuurspay, February 6. 


Mr. Macon thought the experience of yester- 
_ day had proved, that the mode adopted in the ex- 
amination of witnesses on the subject of the re- 
port of the Committee of Privileges, was not the 
best. In his opinion the course adopted in the af- 
fair of Whitney and Randal would be far prefer- 
able. He therefore proposed the following mo- 
tion: 

“Resolved, That when the House are examining 
the report of the Committee of Privileges of the 2d in- 
stant, every question propounded to a member by a 
witness, shall be reduced to writing, and a motion 
made that the same be put by the Speaker.” 


This motion, after a few observations, was neg- 
atived—53 to 32. 

The Speaker laid before the House a report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in pursuance of 
the references which had been made to him on 
‘the subject of a light-house, prayed for on Eaton’s 
eck, near the harbor of Newport, Rhode Island, 
“ahd with respect to certain buoys to be placed in 
the said harbor. He recommends the measure. 
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where the appointments were not authorized by | sword?” which Mr. Sumter answered in the 


law.” The warmth which the Spzaxer inter- 
rupted, was principally occasioned by the one 
denying and the other maintaining that this was 
the object of Mr. Nictoxas’s motion. 

Mr. Cort, from Connecticut, was next called 
upon. His evidence was less full and particular 
than any of the preceding, as he professed he took 
but little notice of the conversation which he 
heard passing. 

Judge Cuieman, a Senator from Vermont, was 
next examined. His evidence principally went 
to prove the manner in which he had heard the 
wooden sword, and the cashiering of Mr. Lyon, 
spoken of in the State of Vermont, and the man- 
ner in which Mr. Lyon bore it. He referred par- 
ticularly to two conversations which took place 
in companies where he was present with Mr. Ly- 
on, and the subject was introduced. In the first 
of which he had introduced it without giving any 
offence; in the other he stated that Mr. Lyon 
said “that he should take no notice of anything 
which should be said upon the subject in that 
part of the country ; but that if any one should in- 
sult him with it at Philadelphia, it should not 
pass with impunity.” 

Mr. Goopricn, from Connecticut, now rose to 
state what he knew of thesubject. His testimony 
related to what passed between Mr. Lyon, Mr. 
Otis, Mr. Cuamputn, and himself, in the stage 
from New York to this city, which had relation 


principally to Mr. Lyon’s having been cashiered, | same liberty might not again be taken. 


and his having worn the wooden sword, which 
he himself had, in a great degree, voluntarily 
given them an account of. 

Mr. Cuamp.in, from Rhode Island, was next 
called upon; but, upon his declaring that his evi- 


dence was exactly to the same effect with that| of the evidence of members before they had had 
just delivered by Mr. Goopricu, he did not think | an opportunity of correcting it. 


it necessary to take up the time of the committee 


with delivering it, and hoped he should be ex-| would be extremely proper. 


cused. The committee excused him. 

Mr. Lyon understood General SUMTER, from 
South Carolina, could give some information to 
the committee ; he requested, therefore, he might 
be sworn. 

Mr. Sumrer declared he knew nothing of the 
business, except what he had heard from Mr. Lyon 
soon after the affair happened. 

After some observations, however, Mr. SUMTER 
was sworn, and proceeded to give a narrative of 
what Mr. Lyon had said to him; when he was 
interrupted by Mr. Bayarp, who declared his evi- 
dence incompetent; as it was not only hearsay 
evidence, but came from one of the parties. It 
was argued, on the other hand, by Messrs. Nicno- 
LAs and GALLATIN, that as it had been doubted 
whether Mr.. Lyon had heard Mr. Griswoup 
when he first mentioned the wooden sword, the 
evidence of Mr. Sumter would go to show that 
he did, as Mr. Lyon told him so, immediately 
after the affair happened. 


It was at length agreed that that precise ques- | Clerk of this House do go with the said message 


tion shouldbe put to Mr. Sumer, viz: “ Whether. 
Mr. Lyon told him that he heard Mr. Griswoip 
address him twice on the subject of the wooden 


affirmative. 

The Speaker inquired of Mr. Sumrer if he 
knew the moment at which the insult was com- 
mitted, and how longa time elapsed between that 
and the period at which Mr. Lyon had spoken to 
him on the subject ? : 

Mr. Sumver declared that he did not know pre- 
cisely the time at which the insult was offered; 


| but that he belicved from the agitation of Mr. 


Lyon it was just before he spoke to him on the 
subject. 

The Speaker again asked him whether he knew 
Mr. Lyon did or did not, or could or could not, 
have spoken to any other member, before he spoke 
to him? 

Mr. Sumrer declared he could not be certain 
of this. 

At thegequest of Mr. Lyon, General Varnum 
was sworn, but a motion being made for the com- 
mittee to rise, no question was put to him, 

The Speaker said, before the committee rose, 
he would wish to mention what he thought de- 
served notice. He thought it improper that per- 
sons attending in the House to take notes of what 
passed there, should publish the evidence of mem- 
bers in an imperfect manner, before they had had 
an opportunity of correcting it. With respect to 
his own testimony, in scme instances, it had been 
misrepresented, and in one instance he was made 
to utter nonsense. He mentioned this, that the 

è 


The committee rose, and had leave to sit again. 

On the House being resumed, 

Mr.S. Smrru hoped some notice would be taken 
of what had fallen from the Speaker in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, with respect to the publication 


Mr. Brooxs thought a regulation of this kind: 


The Speaker said, until the House should make 
an order on the subject, he did himself prohibit 
the publication of any evidence in future, until it 
should be corrected by the members themselves, 
and thata failure in the compliance with this or- 
der would be considered as an abuse of the indul- 
gence given to persons attending upon the floor. 
of the House to take notes of their proceedings. 


Wepnespay, February 7. 


Wituam B. Gives, from the State of Virginia 
appeared and took his seat. 

Ordered, That a message be sent to the Sen- 
ate, to inform them that this House have appoint 
ed managers on their part, to conduct the im- 
peachment against William Blount, and have also 
directed the said managers to carry to the Senate 
the articles agreed upon by the House, to be è 
hibited in maintenance of their impeachme' 
against the said William Blount; and that the 


Mr. THATCHER, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred a 
resolution of the 12th of January, proposing tha 
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the Attorney General should have the privilege 
of receiving and sending letters and packets, free 
of postage, moved that that committee have leave 
to report on this subject, by bill or otherwise. 


Agreed to. 
IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM BLOUNT. 


The order of the day being called for, 

Mr. Sirereaves said it would be recollected 
that he had yesterday given notice that the man- 
agers appointed to conduct the impeachment 
against William Blount, would to-day, at twelve 
o'clock, exhibit the said articles before the Senate. 
As the time was near at hand, and as it was usual 
on all solemn occasions like this, for the House to 
give sanction to its managers by an attendance at 
the time, he thought it would be better that the 
House should not resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole, until this business was done. It 
might be expected a message would shortly be 
received from the Senate on the subject. 

After some conversation on the subject. it was 
resolved to go on with the order of the day, until 
the message from the Senate should be received. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


The House accordingly again resolved itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the report of 
the Committee of Privileges, Mr. Dent in the 
Chair; when ; 

Mr. Dana rose and complained that the print- 
ers, notwithstanding the prohibitions of the 
Speaker of yesterday, continued to report the evi- 
dence delivered before the committee, before it 
had been corrected by the members themselves. 
He said it had been represented that he had said 
the only cause of heat between him and Mr. 
Lyon had been the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia on the question respecting foreign 
intercourse; whereas he had stated there was 
other conversation which tended to irritate him, 
though, it was true, he did not say what that con- 
versation was. He would now, however, state 
some of the particulars. Mr. D. was proceeding, 
when it was proposed that what the member had 
to add to his evidence should be delivered to the 
committee in writing. 

Immediately after this proposition was made a 
message was announced from the Senate, inform- 
ing the House that the Senate would be ready to 
receive the articles of impeachment against Wil- 
liam Blount, at twelve o’clock. 

The hour being near at hand, the committee 
rose, and the House adjourned for half an hour. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WM. BLOUNT. 


The managers of the impeachment, accompa- 
nied by some of the members of the House, ac- 
cordingly went up to the Senate for the purpose 
of exhibiting the articles of impeachment against 
William Blount; when, being introduced, Mr. 
Sirereaves made known their missiou by an ad- 
dress to the President of the Senate; after which, 


: 


to receive the articles of impeachment; and the 


the President having said the Senate were ready. 


‘Sergeant-at-Arms having proclaimed. silence, the 


other managers having taken the seats appointed 
them, Mr. S. proceeded to read the articles of im- 
peachment; which, having finished, the President 
of the Senate returned for answer words to th 
following effect : 


« Gentlemen, managers on the part of the House of 


Representatives: The Senate will take such order on 
the articles of impeachment which you have exhibited 
before them as shall seem to them proper ; of which due: 
notice will be given to the House of Representatives.” 


Upon which the managers and members attend- 


ing then retired. 


The House of Representatives then resumed . 


their meeting; when Mr. T. CLAIBORNE intro- 
duced a motion for providing Senators, who should 
at any time attend the debates of the House, seats 
on the right and left of the Speaker. Aftersome: 
observations, this motion was postponed till the 
3d of March, 1799. ; 


MILITARY AND NAVAL EXPENSES. 
The Speaker laid before the House a commu- 


nication from the Treasury Department, enclosing 
a report and sundry statements of expenditures in 


the military and naval departments, in conse- 


quence of three resolutions of the 3d of March, 


1797, which were ordered to be printed; those 


which had relation to the Naval Department were 


referred to the committee appointed. to inquire 
into the expenditure of money in that department, 


and those which related to the military establish- 
ment were referred to the Committee of Ways. 
and Means. 5 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


The House then again resolved itself into. a 
Committee of the Whole on the report of the: 
Committee of Privileges; when Mr. Varnum 
was called upon to give his testimony. ae 

The evidence of Mr. Varnum being gone 
through, and Mr. Van Corrianpr having been. 
sworn, the Chairman desired to know if any other 
evidence was intended to be called; if it was, it, 
would be well to have the gentlemen named 
whilst the Judge of the District Court was present. 

Mr. Lyon said, if any gentlemen of the com- 
mittee were present at the conversation .which 
passed between him and the Srzaxer, he should 
wish them to be sworn. He believed Mr. HAR- 
per and Mr. Cocuran were present. 

Mr. Stanrorp said he also was present. 

The oath was in consequence administered to 
Messrs. Harper, COCHRAN, and STANFORD. — : 

The committee then. rose, and had leave to sit 
again. 


Tuurspay, February 8. 

Mr. Bavarn, from the committee appointed to. 
prepare and report an uniform system of bank- 
ruptey, reported a bili, which was committed for 
Monday week. a 

BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


The House again went into a Committee of 
the Whole on the repòrt- of the Committee of 
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Privileges; when Mr. Van Cortianpr was caHed 
upon to give an account of what he knew of the 
subject. 

Mr. Van Cortianpt said he knew nothing 
about the business except what he had learnt from 
Mr. Lyon since the affray happened. 

Mr. Gorpon observed that as the gentleman 
(Mr. Brooxs) who wished his colleague to be 
sworn was not then in the House, he hoped the 
other gentleman who had been sworn would be 
examined. 

Mr. Lyon said, the reason which had induced 
him to request some gentlemen to be sworn, who 
were present at the conversation between him and 
the Speaker, was, that he did not think it had 
been related to his advantage; but he had since 
thought it was unnecessary to examine them. If 
the committee wished their examination, he 
should not oppose it, but he had then no desire to 
have it. 

Mr. Brooxs having come into the House, he 
said, what he wished his colleague to prove was, 
that this was not the first time Mr. Lyon had had 
fracas with members of a Legislature. 

Mr. Lyon said, gentlemen wished to blow hot 
and blow cold. At one time it was said he re- 
ceived affronts with impunity, and at others that 
he was very irritable. He supposed the commit- 
tee were already clear he was irritable enough ; 
if not, he was ready to confess it. 

Mr. Harper did not think this sort of testimony 
proper, as it would be introducing particular facts 
to impeach a man’s character which he was not 
prepared to meet, which was not admitted in any 
court of justice. 

The testimony of Mr. Van CorrLanpr was not 
heard. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read over all the 
evidence which had been given tothe committee; 
in.the course of which some additional questions 
were. put and answered. 

The reading of the evidence by the Clerk being 
finished, and all the questions put upon it which 
occurred to gentlemen, 

The Cuatrman read over the resolution which 
had been reported by the Committee of Privileges, 
for the adoption of the House; which was in the 
following words: 


“ Resolved, That Matthew Lyon, a member of this 
House, for a violent attack and gross indecency com- 
mitted upon the person of Roger Griswold, another 
member, in the presence of the House while sitting, be, 
for this disorderly behaviour, expelled therefrom.” 


Mr. Lyon then rose, and spoke as follows: 


Mr. Chairman: I feel myself extraordinarily 
circumstanced, and accidentally drawn into a very 
serious situation, merely by my ignorance of the 
House of. Representatives being likely to take 
cognizance of an affair that happened when the 
. members of the House were at their amusement 
and recreation; when. every one was doing that 
which was right in hisown eyes. How much I 
was supported in this opinion by the conduct of 
the SPEAKER, every gentleman may see by his 


testimony... He sat in a chair within the bar facing | gentleman. 


me as I stood without it. He spoke to me of my 
country, and the conduct of some people there 
concerning the stamp act; it appears I turned the 
conversation towards Connecticut; it appears I 
had four or five other gentlemen’s wit and raillery 
to bear, and this in the hearing of the SPEAKER. 
Does this look like the House being sitting ? 

How could I imagine this House was sitting, 
when the Speaker suffered me to be interrupted 
when speaking to him, by the remarks and jokes 
of four or five gentlemen ? 

How could I imagine the House was sitting, 
when the SreaxeR was joking me about an em- 
bassy to Kamtschatka among the fur tribe ? 

How could I imagine the House was sitting, 
when I heard, and knew the SPEAKER heard, Mr. : 
GrıswoL insult me, without checking him ? 

How could I imagine the House to be sitting, 
when the SPEAKER suffere:| Mr. Griswo Lp to pro- 
ceed a second time with the most provoking inso- 
lence ? 

Had the House been sitting, I should not have 
been called on by Mr. Dana, with respect to some- 
thing Mr. Wiuutams had said; consequently I 
should not have entered intoa conversation about 
Connecticut; the SPEAKER, would not have 
spoken to me of Vermont, and I should not again 
have turned the subject to Connecticut, and Mr. 
GriswoLp would have postponed his premeditated 
insult—premeditated, I say, because it has been 
proved that he had notice of my feelings and my 
determination on this subject. 

Is it proper to say the House was sitting, while 
half the members were standing round the table, 
while two-thirds of the other half were walking 
round the bar, the Speaker engaged in jocular 
conversation, and the few who remained in their 
seats, either in private conversation or writing 
letters ? 

But, Mr. Chairman, it seems, by the course this 
business has taken in the committee, that I am to 
be eriminated for holding an indelicate or impo- 
lite conversation within the hearing of the gentle- 
men from Connecticut. Every one knows there 
are two different opinions entertained in this 
country with respect to the management of the: 
Government, and every one who. knows me, 
knows that I am very free in speaking my opinion 
on these subjects. There aremany,and I believe. 
some in this House, who knew something of the: 
rough, illiberal manner in which I have been: 
treated in the New England newspapers, on ac- 
count of my political opinions ; and I believe there 
are many persons in this House who are well ac- 
quainted with the kind of politeness which the- 
gentlemen from Connecticut make use of towards © 
their opponents; and some are acquainted with: 
the share of politeness which those gentlemen de=: 
serve from me. ` 

If the House are at a loss on this subject, they 
will, I hope, recur to the language made use of by 
Mr. Corr and Mr. Dana, in their testimony; and: 
the House, I believe, will recollect a speech fror 
a gentleman who sits behind me, in which he told < 
the committee. twice or three times that I was fio 
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Again, I say, Mr. Chairman, I am very extra- 
ordinarily situated. Evidence has been intro- 
duced into this House to induce the members to 
believe that I left Colonel Warner’s regiment 
with dishonor; that I am a person of disreputt ; 
that I have been in the habit of receiving insult 
with impunity. Here I am, three hundred and 
fifty miles from home, and from the evidence 
who are able to show the contrary. Had I a 
reasonable opportunity, I could prove, by the 
Lieutenant Colonel, who is now General Safford, 
and several other officers of that regiment, that 
when I left it, I left it with the regret of much the 
greater part of the officers and all the soldiers—I 
mention the Lieutentant Colonel because Colonel 
Warner is not living. My certificate of having 
settled my accounts, which is at home, would 
prove my having done my duty well. 

I could prove my having taken my musket and 
marched to the lines every day, during the siege 
of Burgoyne. I should not have mentioned this 
circumstance; had not the Speaker mentioned 
his having done so when Paymaster. 

I could also prove, that when an officer offered 
me an insult, I chastised him before the officers of 
that regiment. 

[Mr. Cuamp.in asked whether the gentleman 
a ne had chastised an officer, or would chastise 

im 

Mr. Lyon answered that he had chastised him.] 

I could prove that I took the commission in 
Colonel Warner’s regiment when I was driven 
from my plantation by Burgoyne’s invasion ; that 
I resigned my appointment, and left the regiment 
- for the care of my family, for preferment, for 
honor, for superior office, and to serve the people 
of the State of Vermont. 

I could prove, had I opportunity, that I was im- 
mediately appointed Deputy Secretary of the 
State, Paymaster of the troops of Vermont, assist- 
ant to the Treasurer, assistant to the Commis- 
sioner of Loans, and Captain of the Militia, be- 
sides being called on to act as private Secretary 
to the Governor. 

I could also prove that within two years from 
the time of that resignation, I was appointed Se- 
cretary to the Governor and Council, a Member 
of the Legislature, Clerk of the House of Assem- 
bly, one of a Committee for the Collection and 
Revision of the Laws, and to a number of other 
offices under the authority of that State, besides a 
considerable number of offices in the municipal 
establishment of the town in which I lived, as well 
as my promotion to the command of a regiment, 
and all this before I formed a connexion with one 
of the most respectable families in that State. I 
could prove also, that I have been a member of 
the Legislature of Vermont, except two years, 
ever since; that I have been appointed to many 
other offices in which I did not think proper to 
serve, such as Auditor of the Treasurer’s Ac- 
counts, and Judge of the County where I live. 

By these things, and my standing in this House, 
: I could prove that I have always been respected 
in the country I represent, and where I have lived 

” these twenty-four years. i 


The free electors of my district have given me 
a preference to a gentleman of very great respect- 
ability, one who has served six years with unim- 
peachable fidelity in this House, and is now Chief 
Justice of the State of Vermont; yet evidence 
has been adduced in order to show that I ama 
person of disrepute. ` 

As to my being in the habit of receiving insult 
with impunity—for which it seems Mr. Curp- 
man’s testimony was introduced—were I allowed 
to call testimony from Vermont, I could very 
easily prove so much on this head, as, perhaps, to 
prove, in the minds of some gentlemen, that re- 
spectability which, in every other respect, attaches 
to my character. Among other things, I could 
prove that the gentleman from Vermont who was 
called to give testimony against me, has, with the 
politeness peculiar to a certain country which I 
will not now name, insulted me and received due 
chastisement from me for it. 

Mr. Harper called to order. The gentleman 
from Vermont had already spoken very improper- 
ly of witnesses, and he now spoke ina very rep- 
rehensible way of Mr. Cuipman. He hoped he 
would be admonished. 

Mr. Oris differed in opinion from the gentleman 
from South Carolina. If the gentleman thought 
it would be of service to him to inform the com- 
mittee that he had chastised an officer in the facé 
of his regiment, or beaten a Judge of the Supreme 
Court, he was right in stating the circumstances. 

Mr. Harper said, if he wished to see the’ gen- 
tleman disgrace himself, and the House, he should 
not object to this mode of proceeding; but he did 
not. an 

Mr. Lyon. It would be folly in me to state 
anything to this committee, that I cannot prove. 
Nor should I have mentioned that circumstance, 
had I not been charged with receiving injuries 
with impunity. I never did receive injuries with 
impunity ; nor did I come here to do so. I would 
sooner leave the world. Mr. L. then proceeded: 

Were I to be allowed time to bring forward 
testimony from Vermont, I could prove that my 
character, as a man of spirit, stands on such ground 
in my country, that I had no need to detend it, 
by entering into a squabble with such a Chief 
Justice in court time. : 

If the proof of these things be considered: of im- 
portance, I hope I shall be allowed time to send to 
Vermont to obtain it—for my own part, I cannot 
so consider it. I must think that the House of 
Representatives ought never to have taken up the 
matter of the difference between Mr. Griswoup 
and myself, cireumstanced as it was; and that if 
the House thought otherwise, the due submission 
to their authority, which I have always stood 
ready to pay, and the sorrow which I have ex- 
pressed, and am continually expressing, for my 
misapprehension, might serve:as some mitigation 
of an offence against the dignity of this. House, 
which Inever could have knowingly been guilty of. 

Mr. Cuampiin-rose and said, it was expressly 
declared by the Constitution, “that each House 
may determine the rules of its proceedings, pan- 
ish its members for disorderly behaviour, and, 
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with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a mem- 
ber,” and he thought they were called upon to 
exercise this Constitutional power of expulsion in 
the present instance, by the respect due not only 
to themselves as legislators, but to their constitu- 
ents; and as they valued the reputation of the 
National Legislature, both at home and abroad, 
as they regarded the American character, unin- 
fluenced by the spirit of party, without taking 
into’ view the relative characters of the person 
who offered, and the person who received, the 
insult, without attending to the infinite distance 
there was between the one and the other—they 
were bound to give their votes, upon the present 
occasion, under the influence only of an high 
sense of duty and of honor. And under these 
impressions, he said, he had attentively and im- 
partially considered all the circumstances of the 
present case, as they had appeared in evidence; 
and he found it was fully proved that an offence 
of a gross and injurious nature had been com- 
mitted by the member from Vermont, (Mr. 
Lyon,) against the person of the member from 
Connecticut, (Mr. Griswotp;) that the conversa- 
tion which produced the altercation between 
them, originated with the member from Vermont; 
that it was a violent and groundless attack upon 
the public character of the member from Con- 
necticut; inasmuch as he was represented to be 
regardless of the public good, and actuated en- 
tirely by selfish, sordid views; that this indecent 
attack upon his political inte rity was repelled by 
a retort, that the occasion fully justified; that in 
consequence of this retort, the member from Ver- 
mont committed, within those walls, and whilst 
the House was sitting, the gross indecency stated 
by the Committee of Privileges, and of which the 
very SPEAKER of the House was an eyewitness ; 
and that the member from Connecticut, whose 
cheek glowed with indignation, and whose arm 
was nerved by the desire of vengeance, recollect- 
ing the place in which he stood, and the respect 
due from him to that House, repressed his resent- 
ment. Mr. C. then observed, that the passions of 
some men, had their feelings been thus outraged 
by the member from Vermont, would have made 
him expiate the injury upon, the spot. For the 
outrage committed by him Kia defiance to order 
and decorum, tended to degrade the members of 
that House from the rank of men, and to reduce 
them to a level with the meanest reptile that 
crawled upon the earth. He was therefore com- 
pelled to declare, that, in his opinion, nothing 
short of a vote that would deprive the member 
from Vermont of a seat in it, could vindicate the 
honor of that House, which had been deeply 
wounded through one of its members. He was 
aware, he said, that the punishment of expulsion 
was a-severe one. And: there was no man, who 
had the feelings appropriate to that character, 
and whose mind was formed of common mate- 
rials, but would be deeply affected by it. It must 
fix a stain upon the man who suffered it, for a 
gross and scandalous offence, that the waters of 
the ocean could not wash away. It should, how- 
ever, be recollected that it was no further disgrace- 


| ful, than as an unquestionable evidence of the 
gross indecency that gave occasion to it. And if 
a sacred regard to justice, to tiie representative 
character they sustained, and to their own honor, 
required that they should inflict that punishment 
| upon a member of that House, they ought not to 
start at the effects of it. For if the member from 
Vermont should be compelled to return to his 
constituents, loaded with the opprobrium neces- 
sarily attached, in the present Instance, to the 
punishment contemplated, they would have only 
to regret the disgraceful circumstance, the painful 
necessity, that had led to it. They would have 
discharged their duties, and the’ honor and dig- 
nity of the House would be preserved. 


Mr. 8. Smrru said, he did not wish to enter 
into a discussion of the subject before them. The 
committee had heard the evidence upon this sub- 
ject very fully, and he doubted not every one 
was in full possession of the facts relative to it, 
and competent to come toa decision. To go into 
a discussion of the subject, therefore, would only 
be an unnecessary consumption of time, as it 
would not, he apprehended, change the opinion of 
anyone. He hoped, therefore, the question would 
be taken without debate. 

Mr. R. Witutams did not mean to introduce 
a debate upon this subject, but merely to state 
the reasons which had induced him in the se- 
lect committee, and which would induce him 
in this committee, and in the House, to vote 
against this report. He was as fully impressed 
as any gentleman with the necessity of preserv- 
ing the dignity and honor of the House, and per- | 
fectly agreed with gentlemen as to the propriety 
of an attention to order and decorum in all their 
proceedings. But it appeared te him that there 
was a previous consideration necessary. 

It was necessary first to consider how far the 
powers of the House extended with respect to 
punishing its members, and whether certain acts 
should be considered as done in the House or out 
of it. When these general principles were settled, 
it would be easily ascertained how far this power 
would extend in the present case. He was of 


opinion that the powers of the House should be 
cautiously extended. This, he thought, would 
be the opinion of every member of the committee, 
when they considered the nature and principles 
upon which our laws were founded, amongst 
which it is a principal feature that the makers of 
a law shall not have the execution of it; another 
is, that all offences shall be declared by law, be- 
fore any person shall be charged with committing 
them. The laws are published, and judges are 
bound down by rule, and every man knows the 
law; but how is it in the present case? The 
House of Representatives is the injured party, 
the members are the judges, the jurors, and the - 
executioners. He did not mention this because 
he thought the power of punishing its members | 
was improperly placed in their own body; heti 
mentioned it only to show that the power was.’ 
liable to abuse from giving too much way to 
passion in their proceedings. a 
Having made these remarks, he would state 
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why he thought the House had not the power to 
expel the member from Vermont. He did not be- 


| 


might be said members could not walk together; 
he did not see this, for though he would not agree 


lieve that a member of the Legislature could be | to an expulsion in such a case, he should think it 
expelled for any act done out of the House, ex- | proper to punish the offender. 


cept it rendered him infamous. Mere lewdness, 
and breaches of morality committed out of the 
House, the House could not take cognizance of. 
A member, out of the House, may do things which 
may render him very disagreeable society, yet he 
may come into the House and behave very order- 
ly. His constituents might have known, when 
they elected him, that he was subject to such be- 
haviour, yet they might have sufficient confidence 
in him as a representative on that floor; but ifany 


member acted so as to disturb the peace and order | 


of the House, they had, doubtless, a right to turn 
him out. 


Having mentioned what he conceived to be the | 


powers of the House, he would consider whether 
the act done by the member from Vermont could 
be considered as done in the House, or in violation 
of itsrules. If he could persuade himself that it 
was done when the House was in order, in viola- 
tion of its rules, he should have no hesitation in 
saying that the member ought to be expelled; 
since he should take no notice of the offensive 
-words which had been mentioned in justification, 
for though this circumstance might have conside- 
rable weight with some gentlemen, it would have 
none with him. In the rules for the regulation of 
the proceedings of the House, it was declared that, 
whenever the House meets, the Speaker should 


take the Chair at the hour to which the House | 


adjourned. But where, he asked, was the Srpax- 
ER, When the act complained of was committed, 
and what was the situation of the House at the 
time? He did not mean to say that the SPEAKER 
or any other member was not doing his duty, but 
to show that the House was not in order. The 
SPEAKER had left his seat, and was in that of an- 
other member; and the members were passing to 
and from different parts of the House. So that if 
even it could be considered in such a situation as 
that the rules of the House would apply to it, some 
allowance ought to be made to members who 
might think differently. But certainly no motion 
could have been stated to the House in this situa- 
tion. 

If the House had been organized, the SPEAKER 
could not have suffered such conversation as has 
been stated to have taken place before him. A 
breach of order, in such a situation of things, 
therefore, could not deserve expulsion. Besides, 
this transaction happened without the bar of the 
House, which, according to the practice which 
had existed since he had a seat there, was never 
< considered as within the House, as no member 
> who was standing there, when any question was 
taken, was permitted to vote. And he thought 
there was a great-difference between a disorderly 
act done in the House and one done out of it. 
‘Two members walking. without the bar of the 
“House might insult each other in a variety of 
-Ways without disturbing the business of the 


H 


Mr. W. thought the Constitution was clear on 
this subject. A bare majority may punish a mem- 
ber but the Constitution has declared that two- 
thirds of the members present are necessary to ex- 
pela member. The power of expulsion is the 
highest punishment the House can inflict; indeed, 
it is a punishment which not only goes to the per- 
son and character of the member himself, but it 
also affects all the citizens of a large district of 
country—his constituents. Being, therefore, so 
serious a power, as he before stated, it ought not 
to be extended. The House had no power over 
members out of the House. If two members were 
to quarrel and insult each other out of the House, 
the House could take no cognizance of the affair, 
except on a complaint made, and, in that case, the 
offender could not be expelled but might be pun- 
ished. Suppose, for instance, a member of the 
House and an individual who is not a member 
were to quarrel out of the House, could the mem- 
ber come to the House and complain of the indi- 
vidual who is not a member? Certainly. not, 
since the House had no power over that individu- 
al. Nor would a member be protected from arrest 
and process, were he to commit any violent act 
out of the House which should make him. liable 
tosuch a process. He mentioned these instances 
to show that the House had not a right to extend 
their privileges, but only to protect them. 

These were the reasons, Mr. W. said, which 
induced him to think the member from Vermont 
ought not to be expelled ; not because he approved 
of his conduct, or that the insult which he states 
to have been offered to him, as warranting the 
improper manner in which he resented it; not 
because the House had not ihe power to expel its 
members, but because it was not in such a situa- 
tion at the time as to authorize an expulsion for 
the offence, and that, therefore, the person offend- 


-ing did not know that any such consequence as 


an expulsion could be the punishment to, which 
he was liable. But, though he was against an èx- 
pulsion, he should be in favor of such a punish- 
ment as the House would have deemed proper, if 
the offence had been committed without the wall 
of the House. a! 
Mr. W. said, there was another circumstance 
which ought to be noticed. No application was 


| nade for the punishment of this offence by the 


person offended ; but it was taken up.as a breach of 
the order of the House. i ; 

Mr. New hoped the question would be” taken 
without further debate, as sufficient time had al- 
ready been spent upon this subject. 

Mr. Harper. believed the considerations: upon 
which the vote now about to be taken, presented . 
themselves in such strong colors to the minds ‘of 
the members of this committee (and they would 
also shortly appear so to the minds of. the whole 
country ) that it could not be necessary to go-into 


ouse, and, in such a case, he did not-think they | a lengthy discussion on tae testimony. which. had — 
would be liable to be expelled. If this were so, it | been given; nor was. it necessary to go into an 
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answer to what had fallen from the gentleman 
Nothing more was wanted 
on the present occasion, than to call the recollec- 
tion of the committee to the following, which he 


from North Carolina. 


took to be the leading circumstances of the case. 


First, that a personal outrage of the very gross- 


est and most indecent nature has been committed 


by one member of the House upon another—an 
outrage which would not have been tolerated in 
any tavern in the country ; a person committing 
which, would have been turned out of any com- 
pany. however little entitled to be called polite or 
genteel; in no society could it have happened 
without drawing down upon it the contempt of 


every one present. This outrage was committed 


in the presence of the House, and in the face of its 


deliberations. This had been denied, and upon 
this ground the defence is rested. 


and had not been adjourned, and was therefore in 
session, since it could not get out of that state, 


without an adjournment; and though it is true 
that the Speaxer had left his Chair, yet any mem- 


ber might have called him to it, and introduced 
any motion to the House. Besides, he asked 
whether counting the ballots for managers of the 


impeachment of Mr. Blount, was not the busi- 
ness of the House? Or was it not the business of 
the House to read communications from the Pres- 


ident, or the heads of Departments? It certainly 


was; yet it was very common, during the reading 
ofsuch communications, for the SPEAKER to leave 
his Chair,and members to leave their seats. If 


themembers of the House were to be protected 
whilst they were engaged in one kind of business, 
and not in another, it would be proper to make a 
discrimination on the subject, and to say what is 
the kind of business in the transaction of which 
its members shall be protected. 

But it was said, this affray happened without 
the bar, and that the cognizance of the House 
did not extend there. If this were the case, any 
disorder might be committed with impunity in 
the lobby or galleries. Did not gentlemen, who 
have been used to attending Courts of Justice, 
know that the power of such courts extended 
without as well as within the bar? Is one spot 
upon this floor more the House than the other 2 
Certainly not. For if the opposite doctrine were 
true, no member would be liable to be expelled, 
except he were to come into the seat of a mem- 
ber and give him a blow. 

But it was said the SPEAKER ought to have 
called the members to order who were conversing 
in the disorderly manner which had been stated, 
and because he failed to do so, it was said to be 
a proof that he did not consider the House in 
order. But if the Speaxer had forgotten that 
‘the House was in session, or if he had done wrong 
in leaving. his seat (which he by no means 
thought) these circumstances did not. put the 
House. out of session; for, if one member were 
to knock another down, and the Speaker did not 
call to order, since the House once formed cannot 


But, he asked 
if the House had not been called to order by the 
Speaker; and, if it had, whether it had been ad- 
journed? It certainly had been called to order, 


elosing a statement of the amount of drawbacks 


be dissolved without a formal vote, the House 
would not be less in session than if the strictest 
order had been kept. 

Mr. H. said he should, like the gentleman from 
North Carolina, omit noticing the provocation 
said to be given to the gentleman from Vermont, 
He believed that was out of the question, because, 
if the act complained of had been in consequence 
of a blow received, he would have had both the 
gentlemen expelled; or if the gentleman from 
Connecticut had given way to his feelings, and 
struck the member from Vermont to his feet, in 
return for the insult he had received, in that case 
he should have been for involving both in one 
sentence; for, if this rule was once departed 
from, and provocation was to be set up as an 
apology for outrage, every person would be left 
to judge in his own cause as to the sufficiency of 
provocation. The distinction between words 
and a personal attack, is a distinction well under- 
stood. No language could be sufficiently provok- 
ing to warrant a blow. In well-bred society, 
when a man receives an affront, does he knock 
down the person giving it? No. He represses 
his feelings, and takes another time and place to 
obtain justice ; and except the members of that 
House were to condact themselves in this man- 
ner, they laid prostrate the barriers which pro- 
tected decency of conduct among them. He 
could not therefore believe, that any possible pro- 
vocation could either justify or mitigate the act 
of the gentleman from Vermont. Indeed, if the 
provocation was to be looked into, it would be 
found to be all on the other side. 

From these considerations, he was so convinced 
of the propriety of agreeing to the resolution 
before the committee, that he was surprised how 
any person could doubt a moment on the subject 
Indeed, if the circumstance had happened with 
out, instead of within the walls of the House, he 
should have thought it right to have expelled the 
offender, as he held it to be one of those actions 
which render a man unworthy of a seat in that 
House. 

A call for the question was made. . 

Mr. Nicuoxas said, he was willing to have. | 
taken the question upon this subject without 
debate; but it would be very improper, indeed, to-. 
suffer the observations which had been made to 
pass without notice. As it was too late in the 
day to enter upon a reply, he moved that the 
committee might rise. i 

The committee rose, and had leave to sit 
again. 

The House having resumed, Mr. SITGREAVES 
moved that the evidence which had been given 
to the committee be printed. Agreed to. 


Fripay, February 9. 


The Sreaxer laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, en 


paid on dutiable articles for the year 1796; agreea* 
bly toa resolution of the House of the 3d: March, 
1797, which was ordered to be printed. - 
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Mr. THATCHER reported a bill granting the 
right to the Attorney General of the United 
States of sending and receiving letters and pack- 
ets, free of postage, which was committed for 
Monday. 

Mr. Livineston, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, made a report on the 
petition of sundry proprietors and workers of coal 
mines, in the State of Virginia, who prayed for 
a prohibition of the importation of coals, or an 
increase of duty, on the ground that their mines 
are sufficient for the consumption of the United 
States. The committee report, that as coal is 
every day becoming more an article of the first 
necessity, they do not think it would be right to 
comply with the prayer of the petition, especially 
as the duty paid on exportation in England is 
equal to the first cost of the coal, and a duty of 
five cents a bushel is already paid on its importa- 
tion into this country. Committed for Monday. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. Harper said, he was under the necessity 
of performing a very disagreeable duty. It was 
a duty, however, which he found himself bound 
to perform, since no other member had thought 
proper to undertake it. It must be recollected by 
many members of that House, that the member 
from Vermont, whose very extraordinary conduct 
has been for some time the subject of discussion, 
yesterday, at the conclusion of his defence, made 
use of an expression so outrageous, so gross, and 
indecent, that no gentleman yet had been able to 
repeat it*; and if this expression could have been 
buried in silence, he, for one, should have been in 
favor of its being so buried; but, unfortunately, 
this could: not be the case, it had not only been 
heard by many of the members, but by many 
strangers; and he was authorized to say, it was 
about to appear in one of the public gazettes of 
this city. As it could not, therefore, be kept from 
public view, it was necessary to take such notice 
of itas it deserved. Before he made it the sub- 
ject of a resolution, he should move “that the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, who 
heard it, be requested to state precisely, in writing, 
the expression, and the time, place, and manner, 
in which it was uttered.” He did not wish to 
put the gentleman to the painful task of repeating 
it. He wished only that he should state it in 
writing. 

Mr. Dent said, it would not be in his power 
to state the precise expression, as he did not hear 
the first part of the sentence. It was true he heard 
the offensive term. 

Mr. Harper hoped he would state the offensive 
term, and the time and manner of using it. 

The question for requesting the Chairman to 
put the offensive expression to writing, was car- 
ried, 42 to 41. 

Mr. Dent accordingly presented the offensive 
words to the Chair; which, without being read, 


_* The expression alluded to was understood to be 


my--—— kicked by every body.” 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole to 
whom was referred the report of the Committee of 
Privileges. The question for this reference was 
carried by the casting vote of the Srzaxer, there 
being 43 votes for it, and 43 votes against it. 

The House then again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the report of the 
Committee of Privileges; when 

Mr. Morris rose to state, that what his col- 
league (Mr. Lyon) had said yesterday, with re- 
spect to his having chastised Mr. Curpman for 
improper conduct, must have been unfounded, as 
that gentleman had a character as respectable for 
propriety of conduct as for talents. He had also 
been in actual service during the war, and could 
not be considered as devoid of courage. He was 
confident, therefore, that the assertion could not 
be supported. i 

Mr. Sueparp said, the member from Vermont 
had been guilty of an indecency for which he 
ought to be expelled from his seat. The offence 
was such as would not be suffered in any civil 
company. It was an offence without provoca- 
tion ; for the first offence was committed by him 
on the member from Connecticut, in saying that 
the members from that State sought their own in- 
terest at the expense of the public good. He was 
surprised that any gentleman would defend such 
a man. But the offence was attempted to be 
mitigated by saying that the House was not in 
session. He believed the House was as much in 
session as it ever was, as one-half of the members 
at least were in their seats; and the offence being 
committed within the walls of ‘the House, the 
member ought certainly to be expelled. If the 
House will not expel a member for an offence so 
gross, what would the world say of them? They 
would be called beasts and not gentlemen. But 
it was said that the constituents of the member 
from Vermont would be injured by the member’s 
expulsion ; so far from it, he doubted not nine- 
teen-twentieths of the people of his distriet would 
say he was deserving of expulsion. Was a man, 
who could be guilty of such behaviour as is com- 
plained of, fit for a legislator? Certainly not; no 
well-bred, well-disposed man could keep company 
with him. The gentleman acknowledged thatit 
was his common practice to scourge every one who 
offends him. It was not necessary, therefore, to 
send to Vermont to inquire his character there. 
For his own part, he could not consent to'sit with 
him. If he must be a legislator, it should be in a 
part of the world where all decisions were madè 
by spitting and scratching. He was sure no gen- 
tleman or modest man could plead in behalf of 
such aman. He hoped the member from Ver- 
mont would be expelled, without spending much 
time upon the subject. He was sure this ought 
to be done, if they had any regard to their own 
dignity, or thé dignity of the country. : 

Mr. Nicworas was always desirous: of the ap- 
probation ofthe gentleman who had just sat down, 
because he believed he always acted from.the best 
motives. “He hoped that gentleman would also 


something like ‘this: “I did not come here to have | have allowed that others might act from princi- 


| pleas well as himself. He could not refrain, 


K 
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however, from doing what he conceived to be his 
duty, whatever might be the motives which gen- 
tlemen chose to attribute to his conduct. But, 
whatever his opinion might be of the measures 
proposed to be taken in consequence of the offence 
under consideration, with respect to the offence 
itself, he condemned it as much as any other gen- 
tleman, as indecent and improper. 

Mr. N. felt it necessary to make some observa- 
tions on this subject, because the report of the 
Committee of Privileges does not state facts as 
they are; he supposed it had been composed 
hastily, as it certainly does not correspond with 
the impression which the evidence makes. The 
gentleman who introduced the resolution, likea 
good lawyer, has made the case broad enough to 
support it. He has evidently given way to the 
impression of the moment, as the evidence cer- 
tainly does not support the allegations therein 
contained. [Mr. N. read the resolution.] He said 
he could not agree to this resolution, because he 
denied that the House was sitting, or that the of- 
fence was done in view of the House. He should 
make some observations on the testimony, and 
show wherein it differed from the report of the 
committee. He needed no witness to prove the 
state of the House at the time this transaction 
took place; it was fully in the recollection of 
every gentleman. Not one of them, except the 
two members appointed to count the ballots, 
was attending to public business, and very few, 
indeed, who were not out of order. The area of the 
House was full of squads, carrying on conversa- 
tion without restraint. One article of testimony 
was strong as to this fact. The attention of the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. S. Smitu) was 
drawn to the conversation holding around the fire 
behind him by a loud laugh. There could be no 
doubt, therefore, that the House was not engaged 
in business, was not in order, was not in a situa- 
tion to be disturbed by any transaction of this 
Kind. Indeed, he did not understand, from 
what had fallen from the gentleman from South 
Carolina, that he thought it was. His argu- 
ment was, that the SPEAKER, having once taken 
the Chair, called the House to order, and the 
Journals having been read, the rules of the House 
knew of no mode by which it could be disorgan- 
ized without an adjournment. 

Suppose this position was true, what results 2 
Why, that it was their business to have been in 
order, and not that they were so; for, whilst the 
SPEAKER was out of his Chair, whilst members 
were out of their places, and violating the rules 
of order, no one could say that the House was in 
session, or that it could claim respect from others 
asa Legislative body. Was it possible, therefore, 
for men, who were not doing what the rules of the 
House required them to do, to call upon other 
members to keep the rules inviolate? But, Mr. 
N. said, he did not admit the principle, that the 
business of the House can never be suspended 
until an actual adjournment takes place. At the 
time when this transaction happened, the House 
had authorized two of its members to do.a busi- 
ness-which actually prevented the ordinary. busi- 


ness of the House from going on. For, he asked, 
ifa motion could have been made whilst these 
members were counting the ballots? Upon an- 
other occasion, after the ballots were collected, a 
motion was made to adjourn, but it was declared 
to be out of order. The SPEAKER gave no reason 
for this opinion; but it was obviously because 
tellers were employed to count the votes, and had 
not yet made their report; and would gentlemen 
say that another motion would have been better 
received, or have been acted upon so as to have 
prevented these gentlemen from doing their busi- 
ness? Certainly not. There could not, then, 
have been a motion made. What, then, was the 
state of the House? Were members obliged to 
keep their seats, though they could not be called 
upon to do any business? They could not be 
considered as inspectors of the conduct of gentle- 
men appointed to count the ballots, their distance 
prevented them from having any such cognizance. 
Here was a situation, then, when the members of 
the House were discharged from any duty for , 
two hours, and during this period, the wansaction 
which is now the subject of inquiry, took place. 
Members might have gone where they pleased ; 
all that was required of them was, to be ready to 
receive the report when the tellers were ready to 
make it. Suppose a great part of the members 
had left the House, and when they returned, had 
been told of this quarrel. It must have been said, 
your rules consider the House as in session, though 
you were absent, and the quarrel having hap- 
pened, it must be stated as happening in the view 
of the House whilst sitting. How, said he, must 
the resolution be formed, so as to declare the fact 
in such a case? It must be, “ Resolved, that Mr. 
Lyon, for a gross indecency and insult commit- 
ted, &c., at the time when the rules say the House 
ought to have been sitting, but when, in fact, the 
House was not in order, nor the members in the 
House,” &c. And was it not a strong presump- 
tion against this resolution, when recourse must 
be had to such an extraordinary form to make it 
consistent? Or could gentlemen say, when the 
resolution before the committee went abroad, that 
the House was in actual session at the time? 
They could not. He recollected one circumstance 
which peculiarly marked the situation of the. 
House. Near the time when the offence now un- 
dcr consideration was committed, one of the Sen- 
ators was sitting in his chair writing a letter. He 
did not himself think the House in session at the 
time, and should have thought himself as much 
at liberty as if the House had not been called to 
order at all. In order to justify the resolution be- 
fore the committee, the fiction of the rules had” 
been set up against fact. Mr. N. said he should. 
not notice the offence at all as done out of the~ 
House, because the resolution confines the act as 
an offence against the House whilst sitting. He 
did not say this because he was afraid of meeting | 
the subject on that ground, but because it was 
foreign to the present question. os 
The gentleman from South Carolina yesterday | 
made some observations on this subject.. He told; 
the committee, and they had been told the same; 
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before, that the situation in which the House was! 
at the time this affray happened was the same as: 
when the SPEAKER leaves the Chair, during the. 
reading of long communications. Could any one. 
impose upon himsel? so as to believe this? Was it, 
not the duty of members to attend to the reading of ; 
all papers presented to them? Whereas they were ; 
not obliged to attend to members employed in| 
counting ballots. Since gentlemen deemed this : 
so clear a case, it was astonishing, he said, that: 
they should rely upon so poor an argument as. 
this. To constitute the crime of which the mem- 
ber from Vermont stood charged, it should clearly | 
appear that the act was done with an intention | 
to break the rules of the House. But, if gentle- į 
men were not satisfied with his statements to} 
prove that the House was not in order at the time, 
they must certainly allow that there was sufficient | 
reason, from a view of the situation of things at | 
the timé, to impose upon a member unacquainted | 
with the rules of the House. The member from ; 
Vermont had but lately got his seat in the House, | 
and, of course, was not well acquainted with its | 
rules; and seeing the members of the House in | 
the. situation they were, the SPEAKER himself, 
holding conversation with him, and, though not į 
encouraging him in it, yet, by asking questions, | 
pushing him further into it than he otherwise |, 
would probably have gone—the Speaxer calling | 
upon him and another gentleman in conversation, | 
“to take care, or they should want seconds.” | 
When this was the situation of things, might it | 
not have imposed upon any member in the House? | 
Could it be considered that the Speaker thought | 
the rules of the House were likely to be violated 
when he thus spoke? 

Mr. N. did not pretend to say that this conduct | 
of the Speaker was not conformably to the rules į 
of the House; but he believed it was intended as | 
a private admonition, and not as an order of the! 
Sreaxer of the House. | 

In taking notice of the circumstances under | 


lished in proof that the conversation had continued 
for some time between the Speaker and Mr. Lyon 
before Mr. Griswotp was present; and none of 
the other Connecticut members were near enough 
to be considered as the objects of it. He would 
go further, and say that it was not in proof what 
part of the conversation of Mr. Lyon Mr. Gris- 
WOLD heard. The most offensive part of the dis- 
course was the beginning of it, which it was 
pretty evident Mr. Griswotp did not hear. Mr. 
Lyon began by saying that the members from 
Connecticut were seeking offices at the expense 
of the public good; but not one of the witnesses 
could say that Mr. Griswotp heard this-~one of 
them, indeed, thought so, but was not certain, 
There was strong presumptive evidence that Mr. 
G. was not within hearing of this conversation, 
as none of the three different observations which 
he made to Mr. Lyon referred to the most offen- 
sive part of it. ad 

When Mr. G. asked Mr. Lyon “if he fought 
the people of Connecticut with a wooden sword?” 
it referred to that part of his conversation when 
he said he had to fight the people of Connecticut 
when they came into his district. When Mr. G. 
said, “ You would not convince the meanest host- 
ler,” it evidently applied to that part where -he 
said, if he were to go into the State of Connecti- 
cut, he could change the sentiments of the people; 
and when he added, “ You could not effect your’ 
purpose, if you took with you your wooden 
sword,” it had relation to the same part of Mr. 
Lyon’s conversation. Though, it must be al- 
lowed, this conversation was arrogant on the part 
of the member frora Vermont, yet no evidence 
went to show that Mr. G. heard the most offen- 
sive part of it, as it was clear no part of what-he 
said had reference to it; and, if he did hear it, 
there was still less probability that Mr. L. knew 
that he was within hearing. 

Mr. N. said, he would consider the effect which 
Mr. Griswoup’s attack was likely to produce upon 


which this business happened, he did not mean to! Mr. Lyon. It appeared that, for some purpose or 
justify or apologize for the conversation of the | other, which he pretended not to know, Mr. Livon’s 
member from Vermont. He did not consider} history was to be raked up for twenty years past. 
it either decent or justifiable; but he thought; A transaction, which at that distance of. time 
there was a justification arising out of the pas- | took place, had been introduced with a view'of 
sions of this gentleman, which could not be lost| sinking him in public estimation. The first time 
sight of. | this painful circumstance was. mentioned to’ Mr. 

Before he went.to this circumstance, Mr. N.: Lyon, he refused to take notice of it; but the 
said he would state that the report of the Com-/ gentleman from Connecticut laid hold of him, 
mittee of Privileges did not agree with the facts! which was tantamount to saying, “you shall listen 
as they had been stated to the Committee of the! to what I have to say,” and repeated the sarcasm. 
Whole. It is stated in that report that “ the | Mr. N. said he did not know, (because he hated 
SPEAKER was sitting in one of the member’s seats, ' questions of privilege,and thought they ought al- 
and Mr. Garswotp near him ; that Mr. Lyon was; ways to be avoided, except pressed by necessity, 
standing without the bar of the House, speaking | from their incompetency to decide upon them,) 
loud enough to be heard, and that the subject was | what ought to have been the conduct of the gen- 
the State of Connecticut.” It was of importance; leman from Vermont on this occasion. But-let 
that this statement should be correct, as it would; gentleman throw this member: to what distance 
appear as the act of the House. : By it, it would l they please from them, they must allow hin ‘to 
appear that, though the conversation of Mr. Lyon | possess some feelings in common with themselves. 
respecting Connecticut was not addressed to Mr. | They could not suppose he would be willing to re- 
Griswo on, the thing was. tantamount, as he was |- sign’a character and standing which had been ob- 
“present. The Committee of the Whole would | tained-at the price of long service. And though 
“recollect that this was not the case. It was estab-; gentlemen ‘may consider themselves as vastly 
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more enlightened and respectable than the mem- 
ber from Vermont, they cannot expect he is de- 
‘void of every principle of self-love. Could any 
gentleman have forborne to take notice of an in- 
sult of the kind which was offered to him? It 
was impossible. He did not pretend to say that 
the particular act with which the gentleman from 
Vermont resented the affront was the most pro- 
per; he did not know what would have been 
proper. He did not know in what way such an 
insult should have been treated. 

Gentleman would probably say he ought to 
have forborne noticing the sarcasm. But did not 
gentlemen know that there was a circumstance 
in this member’s situation which rendered it a 
peculiar one? If he had had recourse to the 
usual mode of settling differences would it not 
have been said to him, “No; you have been cash- 
iered—you are infamous—I will not meet you as 
a gentleman?’ In what way, then, could this 
member have shown to the world that, if he had 
once failed in his duty, he was ready now to show 
that he was no coward, and that he had been in- 
jured and abused in the former transaction? He 
asked whether, being placed in such a situation, 
there was not some allowance to be made for act- 
ing in the manner he did. Nor did Mr. N. think 
the mode which Mr. Griswoxp had taken to repel 
any thing which the gentleman from Vermont 
had said against the Representatives from Con- 
necticut was the best calculated for the purpose. 

If, then, there was an extenuation of the con- 
duct of Mr. Lyon, either from the situation of the 
House at the time, from his being inexperienced 
with respect to the rules of the House, or from 
his peculiarity of situation as to the stigma which 
had been revived upon his character with respect 
to his courage, he did not think it was a case 
which called for the severest punishment which 
could be inflicted. If the highest punishment 
were to be inflicted in this case, what would gen- 
tlemen do where a man should render himself in- 
famous; when aman should be found so defec- 
tive of moral principle as to be wholly unfit to 
hold his situation? To act consistently, he 
thought, they should aliow of some grade in the 
nature of offences. 

Mr. N. concluded by noticing an observation 
from gentlemen advocating the motion, caution- 
ing gentlemen against being influenced by a spirit 
of party in the present decision. He thought such 
observations would be best omitted, as they would 
operate equally on both sides. 

Mr. Oris said, he was one of those who had a 
sincere wish that the question before the commit- 
tee could have been decided without debate, and 
that the world might not have been informed that 
there could -exist a difference of opinion in com- 
| ingtoa decision on this question. For his own 

-part, he should have thought that the standard of 
- propriety and moral decency, the finger of senti- 
ment, would have: pointed out a direct course on 
this occasion; which, if it were not taken, he was 
convinced, when gentlemen were called to serious 
reflection upon. it,- they would see that they had 
been instrumental in sealing the infamy of the 


| was said by the gentleman from Vermont; so th 
-the provocation came from him, and, instead 


National Legislature ; for the present question, he 
said, was not a question between the gentleman 
from Connecticut and the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, but between the House of Representatives 
and one of its members, who had broken down 
the barriers of decorum which it had set up for 
its government. It was a question between the 
people of the United States, whose sovereignty 
had been insulted, and the delinquent; between 
the whole Union and the State of Connecticut, 
an integral part of that Union, against a war of 
outrage and indecorum springing from ungovern- 
able passion. Every member was, therefore, 
called upon to make one common effort to prevent 
their common infamy. 

In considering this question he would challenge 
any one to show so shameful an act of assaultand 
battery, committed without provocation, at any . 
former period, or in any country. It would be in 
vain to look to any of the States of Europe, agi- 
tated and convulsed as they are, for such an of- 
fence. No man conversant with the history of 
the Six Nations, or with that of any other savage 
tribe, could point out an instance of outrage so 
monstrous and so abominable. It was conduct 
which could not be suffered in a brothel or in a 
den of robbers! Every American heart would 
grow sick at the recital of it. He did not mean, 
however, to attempt an aggravation of the offence ; 
but it was an offence which had deeply affected ` 
him; he thought of it by day,and when upon his ¿ 
pillow he had not forgotten it. ; 
, What was said in defence of the member from 
Vermont? No attempt had been made to justify 
his conduct; yet some gentlemen had brought © 
forward circumstances of extenuation. What 
were they? It was said some provocation was 
given, and that some allowance ought to be made 
on account of the situation of the House at the 
time. ; 

With respect to the provocation, he would not 
now inquire whether any provocation could justi- 
fy the offence which had been committed ; but on 
examination into the facts it would be found that 
the provocation was on the part of the gentlerha 
from Vermont, as his was an accusation founded 
in error, while that of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut was founded in truth, as the story of the 
wooden sword, arising out of the gentleman from 
Vermont having been cashiered and disgraced 
from the army, was not denied, while what had 
been said with respect to the Representatives from 
Connecticut acting contrary to the sense of their 
constituents was founded in falsehood. These 
were charges made aloud, and which the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, if he did not hear them, 
might have heard as well as not. And shall itbe 
said that members of this House, who quit the 
comforts of home, the pleasing society of friends, 
and honorable employments, to serve their cout 
try, shall be told that their motives are venal ; tha 
they are actuated by a wish to obtain offices it 
which they might starve in splendor, and in-which 
they could be abused with impunity? Yet. this 
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seeking here for extenuation, nothing but aggra- 
vation was found. canes 
With respect to the situation of the House at 
the time, gentlemen who have recourse to this 
circumstance must sanction one of two positions, 
namely, that the House was not in session, or that 
the members of the House were to be protected 
while in certain kinds of business and not in oth- 
ers. With respect to the House not being in ses- 
sion, could it be said that, after it had been regu- 
larly formed, it could be dissolved without a vote 
for the purpose? Should it be said that while the 


SPEAKER was in his Chair members were safe,. 


but if he stepped out of it club-law should imme- 
diately commence; that they were to be protect- 
‘ed on-this side and not on that side of the bar; 
that this side was a sanctuary, but that that was a 
bear-garden; that in their seats they were safe, 
but if they walked out of them they were liable 
to be cudgelled ! 
arose from a misunderstanding of the rules under 


vent offences from being committed ; and was it 
not as likely that offences would take place after 


in it? It could hardly be supposed that while 
the Speaker was in his Chair, and every member 
in his seat, that any violence would happen. It 
could not be expected that even the member from 
Vermont would go and spit in a member’s face 
or knock him down while he was sitting in his 
place. It was when members were outside of the 
bar, when they were not under so much restraint 
as at other times, that the rules of the House were 
most liable to be infringed; and members were 
surely protected as much as if they were in their 
seats. 
The gentleman from Virginia had stated that 
a great part of the members were without the bar 
of the House; but was no respect due to those 
who were within it? They were certainly not 
instrumental to the disorder. Would the people 
“have any confidence in their Representatives, if 
they had nothing to do but go out of the bar to 
fight? This was a distinction which he never 
expected to have been set up, and it certainly 
arose from a prejudiced view of the subject. He 
believed the American people had already antici- 
pated their decision, and it could only be in one 
way that the House and the country could be 
-saved from indelible infamy. 

The same gentleman said that all the members 
might have left the House. If this had been the 
case, or if a greater part had left it, he supposed 
‘the Speaker would have said there was not a 
‘quorum, and the business could not have proceed- 
‘ed. Mr. O, said he did not mean to go into the 
“subject of privileges, though he did not, like the 
gentleman from Virginia, hate that or any other 
Subject, the discussion of which was properly be- 
fore them. He thought, however, thatthe con- 
duct of the member from Vermont in saying that 

the members from Connecticut were to vote 
gainst a certain.motion, which was-then the or- 
‘der. of the day, they would be turned. out of. their 
“places, was a direct attempt to control the freedom 


Surely not; these mistakes | 


which tuey acted. They were intended to pre- 


© the Speaker had left his Chair as while he was- 


ments. 


of debate; the gentleman came reeking from 
Connecticut, where, he said, he had ascertained 
the sentiments of the people, and undertook to 
intimidate and abuse the members from that State. 
Was it not clear that such conduct had a tendency 
to provoke recrimination? Andif it were admit- 
ted, it must be evident they had nothing to expect 
but disorder, bloodshed, and murder; if gentlemen 
decided reasonably, they must decide that there 
never could be a greater outrage than this, com- 
mitted with so little provocation. The resolution 
reported by the Committee of Privileges was a 
proper one, and to agree to it, was the only way 
in which they could purge the House of its pollu- 
tion. Ifthis was nut done, it could not be expected 
that this would be the last affray which would 
take place in the presence of that assembly ; if not 
done, the people would lose their confidence in 
their representatives; and if not done, he, for one, 
should feel the honor of a seat in that House.as 
greatly diminished and overshadowed—as falling, 
as declining. Indeed, the only satisfactory mode 
would be, to send the member from Vermont back 
to his constituents; which would show to the 
world that a conduct like this could never receive 
the sanction of the American people. .. If this mode 
were not adopted, it would be better for the House 
to expunge its rules, and trust to their own for- 
bearance for the observance of order; or they. had 
better adjourn and leave the public business un- 
done, to have no rules at all, than to suffer them 
to be thus grossly violated with impunity. 

Mr. Rur.epce was not, like some other gentle- 
men, for giving a silent vote on this occasion. 
He was not a little surprised to hear the gentleman 
from Maryland (General Smiru) wish to passa 
matter over in silence which cast so indelible a 
stain upon the character of the Legislature of the 
United States. It was strange thac a period. of 
twenty years should have so cooled the blood. of 
a hero, as to induce him to sit and give a silent 
vote on an offence which prostrated the dignity 
and honor of his country! Mr. R. said, he must 
own, that he had not the philosophy of that gen- 
tleman, but should express, in strong terms, the 
abhorrence which he felt for the gross indecency. 
He hoped they should expel the member who had 
thus offended; he was persuaded, from what he 
saw in the House, that he would not be expelled 
unanimously, but he trusted the vote would be 
carried by more than two-thirds of the members: 
present. He would wish, however, the citizens of 
America, from Georgia to New .Hampshite; to 
know, that, unused to public speaking as he-was, 
he could not sit still on this occasion, when ‘the 
House of Representatives was attempted :to be 
turned into a mere bear-garden. : 

It appeared to him that the gentleman from 
Virginia had spoken to-day because he stood in 
order to speak. Yesterday he did-not wish. the 
vote to be taken until he had delivered his senti- 
He wished. that gentleman had. felt- as 
much for the dignity of the country, as he did for 


the gentleman from Vermont 5: if so; the commit- 
tee would not. have had to: listen to -his'up-hill 
speech. The gentleman. would excuse him for 
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using this term, as his observations were inaccu- 
rate, and he had recurred to things as facts which 
‘were not so. 

The gentleman had undertaken to say the House 
was not in session, without attempting to prove 
it. In confirmation of this opinion, he said that a 
Senator sat in his (Mr. N.’s) seat during the count- 
ing of the ballots, and wrote a letter. This, Mr. 
R. asserted, was untrue. Whilst the Senator was 
standing without the bar, he was requested by a 
member from Pennsylvania to frank a letter. He 
was invited to take a seat for the purpose. He 
declined, saying, “ your House is in session.” On 
being assured there would be no impropriety in 
the thing, he went to a desk and wrote the ad- 
dress of a letter as requested, and then retired. 

Mr. Finbuey said that the fact was as had just 
been stated, except that when the gentleman of 
the Senate was desired to write the frank, he did 

. not object to it, from an idea of the House being 
in session. For his own part, Mr. F.said, he did 
not so consider it, or he should not have thought 
of asking the gentleman to have taken a seat 
within the bar of the House. 

Mr. Nicwotas could only say he saw the gen- 
tleman writing there. The gentleman from South 
Carolina might be assured he did not mean to 
state as fact what was not so. 

Mr. Rur.epes said it was not unusual for the 
gentleman from Virginia to deny the intention of 
misrepresentation. With respect to the situation 
of the House at the time this aflray happened, 
Mr. R. acknowledged that it was not in good or- 
der, though it wasin session. But the gentleman 
from Virginia said no motion could have been 
made, He would also say that no motion could 
be made whilst he was speaking, nor whilst the 
House was engaged inanyother business. There 
was no way of getting out of session, but by ad- 
journment; so that instead of its being a fiction 
to. say the House was in session, it was certainly 
a fiction to say it was not so. 

He thought with his friend from Massachusetts 
that this was not to be considered as an offence 
against the gentleman from Connecticut, but as 
an offence against the nation; and except the re- 
solution before them was agreed to, what would 
be the situation of our Ministers and citizens 
abroad? They would be asked whether it was a 
fact that one of the members of our National Le- 
gislature spit in the face of another? They must 
acknowledge the fact; but he hoped they would 
also have it in their power to say, “ but the offen- 
sive member was immediately expelled.” 

“The gentleman from Virginia concluded his ob- 
servations with a wish that everything of a party 
nature might be kept out of view. Mr. R. said 
this might be desirable; but he also thought it 
was necessary to look at the business fuily. He 
wished gentlemen to see the thing in this light ; 
for if members were permitted to commit offences 
with impunity, it would put a minority completely 
in the power of a majority, and buoy up the latter 
to a height which would be very inconvenient to 
a minority. He therefore thought that though a 
difference of political opinion had: drawn a strong 


line of distinction between them, in order to re- 
store the House to its former purity, they ought 
to unite their force in expelling the member from 
Vermont from his seat. 

Mr. R. having sat down, the call for the ques- 
tion was very loud. 

Mr. Srrereaves said, before the question was 
taken, he wished to make sume observations upon 
it. He was one of those who had felt, from the 
first moment in which he was informed ot this 
occurrence, until the present time, as a member of 
that body, a very strong sense of humiliation, 
arising from the fact itself, committed in the face 
of the House, and from the manner in which the 
inquiry into the business had been conducted. 

On the evening of the day on which this offence 
was committed, he had said, what he never should 
repent having said,“ that he was at that moment 
prepared to give the vote which is now called 
for.” He still believed, that to have expelled the 
member from Vermont before the House separa- 
ted, would have been the most proper step which 
could, have been taken for preserving the honor 
of the House, and for expiating the offence. The 
major opinion was, however, different. Though 
the offence was committed before their eyes, it 
was agreed that a committee should be appointed 
to examine the evidence. They did so, and re- 
ported the result. Yet, after this, it had been de- 
termined to re-hear the evidence before a Com- 
mittee of the Whole ; so that they had been obliged 
to expend the time of the House and the public 
money, in re-hearing a business which had already 
been sufficiently heard, and they are now called 
to give a vote upon the resolution originally re- 

orted. 

j The gentlemen who have spoken against the 
resolution, have made no apology for the fact 

itself. They have acknowledged the act was in- >; 
decent, outrageous, and improper ; but they avail- 
ed themselves.of circumstances to get rid of the 
consequences of this confession. Though he 
owned this admission gave strength to the resolu- 
tion, yet he was sorry it had been admitted, if gen- 
tlemen still opposed the propriety of the resolution 
and he hoped, when the fact was admitted, the’ 
committee would not have been compelled to lis- 
ten to any thing in extenuation of an act so gross: 
and indecent. 

Mr. S. said, he would consider the arguments” 
which had been adduced to get rid of the conse- 
quences which followed an admission of the fact.: 
He confessed he had heard it insinuated, in the 
course of the examination of the witnesses, tha 
the House was not in order when this offence was 
committed ; yet he hardly expected it would have 
been. seriously maintained. It had been constant 
ly asked whether the House was not in session 
from the Speaker’s taking the Chair till the vote 
of adjournment; it was impossible to disorga 
ize the House without a. vote of adjournment 
and all the pretexts which have been used-t 
get rid of this position, are, to use the afg 
ment of the honorable gentleman from Virginia 
fictions contrary to fact. It was said the Hous 
was not engaged in business. Was this true- 
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Were not two members of the House appointed as 
tellers to count the ballots for managers, and were 
they not counting the votes? Was not the House 
engaged in business when a member was speak- 
ing? Sarely it was. And was it not also enga- 
ged in business when the Clerk was reading pa- 
pers? Itcertainly was; and, at the time when 
this affray happened, the House was as much en- 
gaged in the ordinary business of the sitting, as at 


this, or any other moment. It was said the House. 


was not in order, because the Speaker was notin 
the Chair. The Spraxer is not in the Chair now, 
nor was he when lengthy communications were 
received. But, it was also said, that many mem- 
bers were out of their seats. But some were in 
their places; and could not the House be in ses- 
sion unless all the members were in their places ? 
At this moment, he said, I see groups around the 
fires, and would it be said that the House was not 
now inorder? It was impossible to show that 
these indulgences, which members availed them- 
selves of, decomposed the House. It was not in 
the nature of things that the House could be dis- 
solved in such a way. 

But, it was also stated, that the member from 
Vermont and the member from Connecticut were 
on the outside of the bar, This was an endeavor 
to substitute a sort of fiction to get rid of the rules 
of the House. But could it be supposed, that a 
member without the bar was less subject to the 
rules, than when in his seat? Should disorder be 
admitted because it was without the bar? Gen- 
tlemen had created this distinction; but no one 
had said that an offence committed without the 
bar would not be punishable; and if it were liable 
to punishment at all, he saw no reason why it 
should not be liable to the highest punishment. 

Mr. S. was inclined to believe that though these 
nice distinctions were urged, they were not much 
relied upon; because, though gentlemen used 
them, they had recourse to others; and if these 
had been well-founded, they would have been 
sufficient. 

Is was said, that the member from Vermont 
could not have put up with an insult like that 
offered by the member from Connecticut, and that 
the impossibility of putting up with it wasa 
sufficient extenuation of his crime. He had all 
along thought that whenever anything was said 
of the provocation which produced the act com- 
plained of, they wandered from the proper path. 
He believed no anterior circumstance had any- 
thing to do with the judgment which the House 
ought to pass upon this offence. Provocation 
might make some difference between the parties 
themselves, but it had nothing to do with the bu- 
sess as it respected that House. If provocation 
was to be admitted, in extenuation of a crime, no 
offence could be committed that would not find 
an apology. If a man’s passions and ungov- 
ernable nature was to be an extenuation, crimes 
of the blackest nature would be. thus apologized 
for. - But it was agreed, in every society, from the 
convivial meeting to the. Legislature, that some 
rules were necessary for their government, and 
when these. rules were once fixed, it was necessa- 


5th Con.—32 


ry for the preservation of order, that they should 
be observed. If the gentleman from. Vermont con- 
ceived himself injured, he ought to have taken 
another time for resenting it. If a number of gen- 
tlemen meet together, and an insult is given which 
is past being tolerated, and which calls for satis- 
faction and atonement, will any one say that the 
proper way of obtaining these, would be to inter- 
rupt the harmony of the company in which the 
individuals are assembled? Do not those who 
call themselves gentlemen suppress their indigna- 
tion, and seek other means of obtaining satisfac- 
tion—means which shall not affect the peace and 
order of society? Is it not one of the essential 
rules of the laws of our country, that no man 
shall be permitted, by giving way to his own pri- 


“vate passions, to disturb the order of society ? And 


© 


that House more especially. 

But will gentlemen say it was impossible for 
the gentleman from Vermont to postpone an atone- 
ment for the offence which he supposed was com- 
mitted against him? Will gentlemen seriously 
say this, when the member from Connecticut, 
who received a much greater insult, was able to 
preserve the respect due from an individual to the 
whole Representatives of the people of the United 
States? Could any man suppose that the feel- 
ings of the gentleman from Connecticut were less 
sensitive than the feelings of the gentleman from 
Vermont? Would any man call in question his 
spirit or ability? Do not all who know him, 
know that his courage, strength, and spirit, enà- , 
bled him to take instantaneous revenge, had not 
his respect for the House prevented him from do- 
ing so? 

But, if they were to inquire into this provoca- 
tion, the resuit would be as unfavorable as the 
principle itself. If an inquiry was instituted at 
all, it must be carried to its source; and it would 
be found thatthe member from Vermont was the 
aggressor; it would be found that he was in the 
habit of provoking insult. ; 

It was in proof that he had called in ques- 
tion the integrity of the members from Connecti- 
cut. The whole subject of his conversation with 
the SPEAKER, was an uninterrupted series of re- 
flections, the most scandalous and untrue, upon 
the whole delegation from Connecticut ; and the 
person who was guilty of the first provocation was 
guilty of the whole. i oe 

When gentlemen admit. that the provocation 
which the gentleman from Vermont received, as 
some extenuation of his fault, they must also admit 
the same for the provocation received by the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut; so.that when gentle- 
men find the first and last offence committed:by 
the member from Vermont, an inference is drawn 
which is irresistible. : 

For himself, he thought the indecorum which 
the gentleman from Vermont had been guilty of 
towards the representatives of Connecticut, would, 
of itself, have justified his expulsion..from’ the 
House... He considered the spitting in the mem- 
bers: face as a personal offence; but: the ‘others 
were wounds upon the better: part, the moral - 


the same rule ought certainly to be observed in 
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spirit of those gentlemen ; so that the first offence 
was the most aggravated of the two. 

It was impossible, Mr. S. said, to state a case 
more clear than that the resolution before the 
committee ought to be adopted. But was this all ? 
It was not. It was necessary to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the statement made by 


the Chairman, of the grossly indecent words made | 


use of by the member from Vermont, in the close 
of his defence yesterday. When the member 
was lying under the reproach of the House, for 
violating the rules of decorum, for violating the 
respect which he owed to the House, when on his 
trial for this very fact, he introduced an indecency 
of expression, which cannot be overlooked, as if he 
bid defiance to the House, and were determined to 
add offence to offence. This alone, as well as his 
former act, was sufficient to have justified an im- 
mediate expulsion. He believed a body properly 
tenacious of its own honor would have come to a 
vote of this kind ; but the longer the inquiry was 
prolonged, the more they invited his outrages. 
He wished, therefore, to add this latter offence to 
the former, in order to show the full ground of 
the member’s expulsion, since this latter offence 
_was of too gross a nature to be lost sight of. He 
moved to add the following words to the resolu- 
tion: “And for a gross indecency of language in 
_his defence before this House.” 

This offence, Mr. S. said, did not pass outside 
the bar, or whilst votes were counting, nor was it 
provoked. If there were gentlemen in the House, 
therefore, who wished this man still to remain 


amongst them, let them take the responsibility | 


upon themselves. 

There was one circumstance more which had 
not been noticed, which was the impropriety of 
depriving the member of his seat, and his district 
of a representative. It would be more honorable 


to the district, as men and as citizens, to believe | 


they would rejoice in showing their sense of the 
misconduct of their member, by returning anoth- 
er.: In acting thus, they should be giving the dis- 
trict an opportunity of wiping away the stain 
which in some degree attached to them for an of- 
fence done by their representative. When he 
was sent back to his constituents, they would dis- 
pose of him as they thought proper ; if they ap- 
prove his conduct, they will send him again; if not, 
they will send another member in his place, less 
likely to contaminate the body to which he is sent. 

Some objections were offered to this amend- 
ment: by Messrs, R. Witttams, and GALLA- 
tin. They said, if the expressions complained 
of were considered as a contempt of court, they 
ought to have been punished immediately as such ; 
but if they were brought forward as a part of the 
‘charge against the. member from Vermont, he 
ought to be heard in his-behalf, as on the former 
charge. 

After. the amendment -had been. supported by 
Messrs: Sewaut, Brooxs, and HARPER, 

Mr. Corr trusted. when he declared it to be his 
intention to vote. against this amendment, he 
should-not be thought ‘to be an advocate of Mr. 

_ Lyon, orof his indecent language. In the course 


of his defence, he had made use of several ex- 
| pressions highly improper to be used by a mem- 
| ber of that House; but they marked the charac- 
i ter of the man. He was unwilling, however, to 
| take hold of these circumstances against him, but 
| would give them all the weight they deserved. 
i He presumed the particular expression alluded to 
fell from the member inadvertently, and was not 
intended to offend the decorum and order of the | 
House. He therefore thought, notwithstanding 
the opinion which he had of the man, that it i 
would be more consistent with the candor and ` 
| dignity of the House, not to notice it. 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) said, that, in his | 
opinion, the gentleman who had just sat down, 
had said more in defence of the member from! 
Vermont, than he had himself uttered, or than | 
had been said for him by the gentlemen from 4 
North Carolina and Virginia. He had given i 
sanction to the plea of the member from Ver- > 
mont, who said he did not know that he was 
violating the rules of the House—he did it 
through inadvertence ! Was this a plea to 
be made for this man? Before, said he, we 
knew what we had to expect, and that it was. 
necessary to walk with dirks or daggers for our 
defence against him; now we know, that when. 
he rises to speak, the ears of all must be stopped,: 
or offended, with his gross indecencies. He hoped 
-therefore, that the gentleman from Connecticut 
would allow this charge to be added to the reso- 
lution. Neither the gentleman from North Carel 
na, nor the gentleman from Virginia, attempte 
to defend his conduct. Already it may have beei 
| noticed (heat least had noticed it) that the chair 
in the line in which the member from Vermon 
sits, have, in a great measure, been vacated. H 
hoped, therefore, the committee would agree i 
| bringing forward this last indecency, and join.i 
to the other charge, as it was such as would no 
be allowed in any grog-shop in the country. 

Mr. Corr said, he should withdraw his oppos 
tion to the proposed amendment, so soon ash 
was convinced he was wrong; sooner he mus 
not be expected to doit. There was a great dif- 
ference between wordsand actions. Every man 
experience must tell him that words sometim' 
drop inadvertently. This might have been th 
case with the member from Vermont, and he stil 
thought it would be better to pass over this ex 
pression. a 

Mr. Kirrera said the expression could not be 
uttered inadvertently, as the member read his de 
fence. 

Mr. S. Smira did not believe that the expres+ 
sion alluded to was read. What the gentleman. 
read, was delivered in a tone of voice which ev 
ry one could hear; but what he said as he. 
down, was uttered in a lower voice, and he di 
not hearit. He had read his speech that morm 
ing in the papers, in which there was no such: 
pression. He wished to repeat to the gentleni 
from South Carolina (Mr. Ruriepas,) who had. 
given him a philippic, that his reason for wish 
ing to take a vote upon this question without:d 
bate, was no other than to spare a further expens 
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was put on the amendment and carried—48 to 43, 

The question on the resolution as amended was 
about to be put, when 

Mr. GALLATIN said he knew how late in the 
day it was, and therefore his remarks should not 
be long ; but as he considered there was a point of 
view in which the subject had not been placed, 
he wished to say a few words before the question 
was taken. 

Of the fact itself he had no remarks to make ; 
the evidence was direct,and all could draw their 
“inferences from it. Nor did he consider it very 
material whether the insult arose from provoca- 
tion or not, because he did not think that any pro- 
vocation could justify an indecency of that nature. 

But it appeared to him that gentlemen who ex- 

pressed so much sensibility on the occasion, had 
confined themselves wholly to the indecency com- 
mitted within the walls of the House, without 
taking any notice of the nature of the punishment 
proposed to be inflicted. It was on that part of 
the subject, and on that alone, he meant to make 
some observations. 
- Our Government, he said, was a Government 
by representation. The people of the United 
States had not vested power with a sparing hand ; 
they had given all power out of their hands, but 
they had guarded against the abuse of it. They 
had said this power shall not be exercised but by 
persons appointed by ourselves. This being the 
case, said Mr. G., we, the representatives of the 
people, have only a limited power over individual 
representatives in our body. It is true the Con- 
stitution has given us the power of expulsion, but 
under as much caution as power could be given. 
It is guarded by making it necessary to have a 
vote of two-thirds of the members present—the 
same caution which was laid upon the Senate 
with respect to treaties. He conceived that the 
power of expulsion had not been given for the 
purpose of indulging our sensibility ; for the pur- 
pose of impairing the principle of representation, 
but for the purpose of enforcing that principle; 
and two cases might exist in which the power of 
expulsion, lodged in that House, might be consid- 
ered as a safeguard tu the principle of representa- 
tion. These two cases were, when the House dis- 
covered a person to be disqualified by some infa- 
mous conduct from voting, and when a member 
pertinaciously interrupted and prevented public 
business from being carried on. 

As to the first case, he could not suppose that 
any man would ever be sent to that House who 
had been guilty of any crime that would dis- 
qualify him from holding his seat, if the people 
who sent him knew it at the time; but if any 
- such crime should be afterwards committed, or 
be discovered. to have been heretofore committed,: 
. then. the House has a right to expel and send such 
>a member back to his constituents. The present 
~ tase; every one will allow, does: not fall within 
this rule. The charge against the member from 
Vermont:.is a gross indecency, which shows a 
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want of manners—a want of good breeding. 
There could be no doubt the act was highly inde- 
cent; but it did not show a corruption of heart. 
It may disqualify him from associating with some 
gentlemen on this floor; but, said Mr. G., we do 
not come here to associate as individuals, but to 
deliberate upon legislative subjects in our repre- 
sentative capacity. We may, if we please, asso- 
ciate together. or we may let it alone. He did 
not think himself compelled to associate with 
any member of this House whose society he did 
not like. 

This was not then one of those cases which 
discovered a corruption of heart, that would dis- 
qualify a man from giving a vote on a legislative 
subject, though it might show the person to be 
disqualified for polite society. He would go on 
to the other case, which was said to be a good 
reason for expulsion. He allowed that cases 
might exist, in which a man might so far persist 
in interrupting the business of that House, by his 
disorderly behaviour, as to render it necessary, in 
order that the business might proceed, that ‘he 
should. be expelled. This led him to inquire 
whether this was the case under consideration, 
and whether the business of the House had been 
interrupted by the act in question. 

When he put questions to the witnesses in re- 
lation to the order of the House, at the time the 
act complained of took place, he did it not witha 
view of lessening the offence itself. He did not 
mean to inquire whether the member from Ver- 
mont had committed a less degree of indecency, 
because the House was in one situation, than it 
would have been if it had been in another; but 
his object was to show, that the public business 
had not been interrupted, and that the House was 
in a situation in which it could not have been in- 
terrupted. It was true the SPEAKER had, in the 
morning, taken the Chair, and the House had not 
adjourned; but it must also be allowed, that the 
House was not at that time organized. What 
was the business before the House? A committee 
of two members were counting the votes for man- 
agers of an impeachment. Were they inter- 
rupted; or could they be interrupted by an inci- 
dent of this kind ? He was sure they were not in~ 
terrupted. If, then, the public business was not 
interrupted, and if the fact was not of that nature 
which showed a corruption of heart, he did not 
think it would be proper to expel the member 
from Vermont. 

He saw, indeed, that it was unpleasant for some 
gentlemen to sit in the House with the member 
from Vermont. He allowed it was an evil; but 
what is the evil, he asked, on the other side? It. 
is this: They all knew that a new election could- 
not take place in. the State of Vermont for several 
weeks. He remembered, from the contested elec- 
tion-which was formerly before the House from 
that State, that twelve days notice is requisite be- 
fore writs ean be issued; a certain time would-be 
required to bring the votes to the Governor; the 
necessary notice, a new election; ascertaining the 
return, the: notification tothe member. electéd,. 
and: the time necessary for “his. journey hither, 
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would take. up many weeks; and by the laws of 
that State, if there he not a majority on the first 
vote, a new election will be necessary ; so that it 
may be pretty certainly said, that if the present 
member was expelled, one-half of the State of 


Vermont would be deprived of a representation 


on that floor for the remainder of the session. 
And shall we, said Mr. G., in order to gratify our 
sensibilities, deprive one-half of that State, for a 
number of weeks, and perhaps for the whole ses- 
sion, of its representation? He was not willing to 
therefore should vote against the 


do so, and 
resolution. 


He knew that other gentlemen on that floor 
had as great regard for the principle of representa- 
tion as he; therefore, he supposed, they had con- 
sidered this subject already, and made up their 
When he stated these reasons he 
did not doubt they had weight upon the minds of 
other gentlemen. For his part, however, he was 
more apprehensive of depriving Vermont of its 
representation, than of any other consideration 


minds upon it. 


arising from the subject. 


He thought gentlemen had laid too much stress 
as it affected the Legislature 
However disagreeable the 
act was in itself, he did not think because a mem- 
ber sent there by the people of Vermont does an 
improper act, that it could attach disgrace and in- 


on this indecency, 
of the United States. 


delible infamy to the House itself, nor did he see 
how it could affect any other person besides the 
member from Vermont himself. 


‘There seemed to be a great desire, very loudly 


expressed, that the question should be taken be- 


fore the committee rose; but Mr. SEWALL and 
Mr. Rorueneg, both appearing to have a desire to 
speak on the subject, and it being near four o'clock, 
the committee rose and had leave to sit again. 


Just before the committee rose, the Chairman 
informed the committee he had received a letter 
from Mr. Cutpmay, of the Senate, in consequence 
of what had fallen from Mr. Lyon, in his defence 
of yesterday. The letter was requested to be read, 
and was as follows: 


Sin: I feel it my duty, in this public manner, to vin- 
dicate myself against an unwarranted attack on my 
character, by Mr. Lyon, 
Representatives. I learn that he there asserted that 
he had once ‘chastised me publicly for an affront which 
Thad given him. This assertion of Mr. Lyon is with- 
out foundation; it is false. Nor can I conjecture to 
what circumstance Mr. Lyon could have alluded, un- 
less it might be a ludicrous transaction, which took 
place at Westminster, in the State of Vermont, in the 
beginning of the year 1780, the circumstances of which 
I beg leave to relate: The Legislature of Vermont 
were in session at that place; Mr. Lyon attended as a 
member; I attended on business. The House of Re- 
presentatives requested me, though not. a member, to 
examine and report my opinion concerning certain 
debts: due from persons whose estates had been confis- 
cated. I had made.a report accordingly, at some part 
of which Mr.. Lyon: took. offence... One morning Mr. 
Lyon. called at Mr. Bradley’s room, in which I was 
then. doing. business... No person was in. the room but 
Mr. Bradley, Mr. Lyon, and myself... Mr. Bradley and 


yesterday, in the House of 


I sat writing at the opposite sides of the table; Mr. Lyon 
took a seat by the table at the side of Mr. Bradley, and: 
entered into a conversation upon the subject of the re- 
port above mentioned. He soon discovered himself to 
be somewhat irritated, and in a very rude and pointed 
manner declared that no man who had a spark of 
honesty could have reported as I had done. Attacked 
in this rude manner, I retorted, in a passion, that he 
was an ignorant Irish puppy. 

Mr. Lyon rose in a violent passion, grasped at my 
hair, that was turned back with a comb, which he broke ` 
in the grasp. I was at that moment mending a pen; 
I instantly rose, intending to revenge the insult with 
the knife in my hand; but Mr. Bradley had seized Mr. 
Lyon from behind, round the arms, and drew him back 
a little; upon which, Mr. Lyon, bearing himself in 
Mr. Bradley’s arms, threw his feet upon the table to 
kick across. The awkward appearance of Mr. Lyon 
at this moment, and the grimaces of his countenance, 
provoked me to laugh. I dropt the penknife, seized 
Mr. Lyon’s feet, and, in this manner, with the help of 
Mr. Bradley, who still kept his hold, carried him across 
the room, and laid him on his back in a corner. Mr, 
Bradley and I returned to our seats, laughing very mer- 
rily at the scene. In the meantime, Mr. Lyon rose from 
his corner, stood a short time in apparent agitation, and. 
without uttering a word. At length he turned upon 
his heel, with these expressions: “ Damn it, I will not 
be mad”—forced a laugh, and left the room. Nothing: 
ever afterwards passed between Mr. Lyon and myself 
upon this subject. I therefore repeat, that Mr. Lyon’s. 
assertion is wholly without foundation. 

I ask pardon for the trouble I have given the House 
upon this business. 

And am, with respect, &c., 
NATHANIEL CHIPMAN. 

The Chairman of the Committee upon the report of 

the Committee of Privileges. 
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Monpay, February 12, 
BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 

The House having resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Privileges, Mr. Denr in the Chair, 

Mr. Ruriepge denied that any similar outrage 
had ever been committed in that House like the 
present, though the gentleman from Virginia had 
spoken of something analogous. It was true, a 
challenge had been sent by a member of the Sen- 
ate to a member of that House; but this was not. 
at all comparable to the present offence. Mr. R. 
thought the punishment by expulsion was the 
only punishment which could be adopted, as no- 
thing short of it would be effectual. ; 

Mr. Finpvey said, the question before the com- 
mittee was a question of indecency, and not of 
crime; and he wished, for the sake of decency, so 
much had not been said upon it. In forming the 
Constitution there had been a distinction made 
between punishment and expulsion. Expulsion 
was evidently the highest punishment which the 
House could inflict, but no one could say inde: 
cency was the highest crime. He never under- 
stood, either at the time the Constitution was 
formed, or since, that. expulsion was intended.to 
be applied to anything but. crimes—for what 
would-be. a subject of impeachment in other. bodies. 


| personal violence in the first instance. In consid- 
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where impeachments could be brought. This 
was not, therefore, an_opinion formed upon the 
spur of the occasion. Mr. F. said, he knew of an 
instance of this kind, which happened in another 
Legislative body, upon which a committee was ap- 
pointed to consider it; but they never made a re- 
port, but held their decision in terrorem over the 
offending member. He thought, if a similar 
course had been taken in this matter, it would 
have been preferable to spending so much time in 
debate upon it. 

Mr. Sewa.t rose to reply to what fell from Mr. 
GaLiatin on Friday, with respect. to the two 
eases which he pointed out, as coming under the 
rule for expulsion, and referred to the law of Par- 
liament in England to show that this doctrine 
was ill founded. He said no district of country 
ought to. have it in its power to send a man among 
them asa legislator for the United States, who 
should be hateful to two-thirds of the House. 
The Constitution had defined no particular cases 
in which the power of expulsion should be exer- 
cised ; the House was therefore left at liberty to 
use it according to its discretion. And, if it were 
to be abused, instead of punishment, it might be- 
come the highest honor to the person expelled, as 
if the House were become so corrupt as to expel 
a person without just cause, it might awaken the 
people to a sense of the necessity of changing their 
representatives. 

Mr. S. said, it was a new doctrine that the bu- 
siness of the House should actually be interrupted, 
before a person should be deemed an offender 
against its rules. It was necessary to look at the 
consequence of actions, and refer to what might 
have been the case if Mr. Griswotp had resented 
the affront upon the spot. 

Mr. 8. spoke of the importance of this decision 
as a precedent ; and of the danger to be appre- 
hended from the conduct of Mr. Lyon in future, 
if the present outrage was suffered to pass without 
exemplary punishment, and that it would be nc- 
cessary to come armed to the House, in order to 
guard themselves against him. 

Mr. Sueparp spoke again upon this subject. If 
the member from Vermont were not expelled, he 
supposed it would break up the present session, 
without doing any business; that it would divide 
the States against each other, and finally end in 
a civil war. 

Mr. Pincxwey said, in order to insure perfect 
freedom of debate, it was necessary to repress every 


the House, not only for the security of his person; 
but for immediate punishment. As the Constitu- 
tion gave the House a power to expel a member 
for disorderly conduct, he thought this case came 
clearly within the rule. In some cases of offence 
there might appear mitigating circumstances, but 
there were none in this. The conduct of the 
member since the transaction was committed had 
been such as to convince the House that he felt 
no compunction for what he had done. ; 
Mr. Livineston rose to entreat gentlemen, as 
they valued the respectability of the House, the 
good opinion of their constituents, and the public: 
Treasury, that they would suffer this business to 
come toa conclusion. Their constituents, he-was 
certain, had long been tired of the discussion: 
Nearly twenty days, which had cost as many 
thousand dollars to the country, had been con- 
sumed in this business. Gentlemen rose’ to ex- 
press their abhorrence of abuse in abusive terms, 
and their hatred of indecent acts with indecency. 
The simple question before the House was, what 
degree of punishment was proper to be inflicted 
upon the member from Vermont. [The Cuain- 
MAN informed Mr. L. he was mistaken in saying 
twenty days had been consumed in this business; 
it had been before the House only fourteen.} Mr. 
L. said it was in a fair way for being twenty. ©” 
Mr. Corr was sorry to hurt the feelings of the 
gentleman last up by saying anything on the sub- 
ject, but having been considered as an advocate of 
Mr. Lyon, he would make a few observations 
upon the subject. He did not himself think that 
this vote ought to have been taken without dis- 
cussion, If, indeed, it had only been necessary to 
have inquired how does this man generally vote? 
then no discussion was necessary ; but he could 
not consider that this was the only inquiry neces 
sary tobemade. With respect to the fact, nothing 
need be said; every one allowed it to be brutal, 
indecent, and unmannerly. The Constitution 
gave the House the power of expulsion for disor- 
derly conduct. It had been said, this disorder must 
be committed within the House; but hé found 
nothing of this sort in the Constitution. He had 
no doubt himself thatghe House was in session at 
the time. It had been attempted to show that 
there was a provocation for the offence; but an 
inquiry into this matter turned wholly against the 
gentieman from Vermont, as his previous: abuse 
of the whole representation of Connecticut was a 
sufficient ground for the retort which was drawn 
from his colleague. It appeared, therefore, to him, 
that to retain amongst them a man of this de- 
scription was to retain a man who would produce 
nothing but disorder and confusion in their pro- 
ceedings. His letter of apology did ‘not say that 
this was a transaction of heat, and that-he was 
sorry for it, but that he was sorry the House’had 
thought it necessary to take cognizance of it; and 
his defence before the Committee of. the Whole 
was far from:being contrite; it was, indeed, an 
attack upon the witnesses, in order to invalidate 
their testimony. He hoped the resolution would 
be agreed to. ay i 
‘MrR. WiLurams rose and took notice of the 


ering this question, he considered it as fixing arule 
for their government in future; and he thought, 
if it were so considered, (and no reference had to 
the dispute which had produced the discussion, ) 
there would be a pretty unanimous opinion. that 
an offence of this kind ought to be punished by 
expulsion. He thought a member thus violently 
offending the rules of the House, should be imme- 
diately deprived of the power of the cople in that 

Ouse; and it was on this ground that he moved 
for the immediate commitment of the. member 
from Vermont to the care of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, when the offence was first made.known to 
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different arguments urged in favor of the amend-! upop the offender, but he would do it with thun- 


ment. He denied that the committee ought to 
consider the consequences to which an act might 
possibly lead; if so, an assault would of course 
be punished equally with murder, as it might pos- 
sibly lead to it. He did not think the House 
ought to interfere any further, than to preserve 
order and decorum in its proceedings. If a mem- 
ber of the House committed a crime, he was an- 
swerable to the laws equally with any other man. 
Upon the whole, he considered the proposed pun- 
ishment as disproportionate to the offence, and 
should therefore move an amendment. Mr. W. 
then moved to amend the resolution reported, 
by striking out the words, “be for this disorderly 
behaviour expelled,” and insert in their place, 
“is highly censurable, and that he be reprimanded 
by the Speaxer, in the presence of this House.” 

Mr. Dayron (the Speaker) said the length of 
the present debate had been complained of ; but 
who, he asked, had first broke silence after the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. THATCHER) 
had expressed his wish that the yote might be taken 
without debate? It was the gentleman who had 
just sat down; and now he had given the com- 
mittee another speech, and introduced a proposi- 
tion calculated to produce further discussion. He 
wishes the gentleman from Vermont to be repri- 
manded by the Spraxer. Whatcould the Sprax- 
ER say to him? He could only say, You have 
done an act which would disgrace a blackguard ; 
come and take your seat in the House. You have 
insulted us with words which show your defiance 
of us, but come and sit with us, and be our brother 
legislator. 

Were these proper words to be addressed to the 

member ? The D PEAKER would sooner address 
him in words of thunder which should drive him 
from his presence. Mr. D. then took notice of 
what fell from the gentleman from New-York 
with respect to the length of the present debate, 
which he thought fully justified by the importance 
of the T and concluded by saying, that if 
there should be found a majority in this House in 
favor of the amendment, he should be ashamed of 
having a seat in it. 
- Mr. Nicnotas hoped thf committee would not 
be prevented from doing what it thought proper, 
because there might be a difference between the 
private opinion of the SPEAKER, and what he might 
be called upon to do in his capacity as SPEAKER, 

Mr. R. Wuuams denied that he was the first 

who began the debate. 
_.Mr. DAYTON repeated that he was the first who 
broke silence after the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts had wished the vote to be taken without 
debate. . 

Mr. R. Wituiams said that it would appear, 
from the manner in which the gentleman had said 
he broke-the silence, that he had begun the debate, 
which he did not. Mr. W. said, he was more 
strongly convinced than ever of the impropriety 
of extending the power of. expulsion, since he had 

~ heard the passionate expressions of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. Was this the language 


g 
of a Judge? -He would not only pass the law | 


der and vengeance! In his opinion, Mr. W. said, 
nothing could tend more to disgrace the councils 
of America than such heated language as this. It 
was sufficient to induce the people to say, “We 
have too much liberty—too much freedom of 
speech ; our Government is bad”—and to be ready 
to lay hold of any other that is offered tothem. A 
sentiment of this kind tended more to destroy the 
Government than anything he had heard. Gen- 
tlemen talked of heat in debate; but where did it 
come from? Not from the gentlemen in opinion 
with him, must be evident to every one. What- 
ever opinion might be held of his amendment, he 
thought it proper, and therefore made it; nor did 
he think it liberal in any man to treat it as it had 
been treated. Was it right to be told by a mem- 
ber, because he had moved an amendment like the 
present, that he should be ashamed to sit with 
him? Was this what the public expected to hear 
in its Legislative councils? He believed not. He 
thought it would do no credit to him who uttered 


‘the sentiment. 


i 

Mr. Dayron said that the gentleman from | 
North Carolina had misstated what he had said in —} 
several instances; but he did not think it worth © 
while to set him right—it would be a waste of | 
time and words. There was one thing he would 
notice, he called him a judge. Was he not in 
Committee of the Whole on this subject? Was 
he more a judge than that gentleman? [Mr. W. 
offered to explain.] Mr. D. said that gentleman 
had already four times explained himself. If he 
had anything more to say to that gentleman, it 
would i a little more pointed. He should say 
what he pleased, and if he chose he might call 
upon him in the House or out of the House, (pri- 
vileges aside.) [A loud cry for order was heard.] 
Mr. D. said he knew when he was in order. 

The Cuarrman declared such language im- 
proper. 

Mr. Dayton concluded by justifying what he 
had said as to the impropriety of the SPEAKER re- 
primanding the member from Vermont, as the 
language of a majority, he was assured, would di H 
rect him thusto speak, and he could not be expected # 
to use the sentiments of a minority in his repri 
mand. He had stated the matter in a strong 
light, to show the impropriety of the measure 
and he meant to appeal to the breast of every hone, 
orable gentleman whether the members of that ; 
House would consent to sit in amity with such a - 
man. ; 

Mr. Gooprica thought to have given a silent 
vote on this subject; but when a proposition like 
the present was brought forth, he could not refrain - 
from delivering his sentiments upon it. Mr. G.- 
complained of the slanderous manner in which he. 
and his colleagues had been treated by the gentle 
man from Vermont. Every one allowed that» 
some punishment was proper for the offences of. 
this member—they differed only as to the propor+ 
tion. For his part, he thought nothing short of 
expulsion would be sufficient ; for it was evident 
from: his conduct, that a reprimand would. not be 
considered by him as any punishment. at all... He 
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knew not how to account for the strange manner 
in which he had conducted himself since he com- 
mitted the insult upon his colleague, except, in- 
deed, he was persuaded that, to do what he will, 
it was notin the power of the House to expel 
him ; that his friends would support him. If this 
were his opinion, he hoped he would find himself 
mistaken. 


Mr. Harper was strongly opposed to the amend- 
ment. He wassorry to see gentlemen determined 
to support the member from Vermont, at all 
events, rather than losea vote on favorite political 
questions. The reprimand proposed, he was confi- 
dent, would have no effect upon them ; besides, it 
was a punishment of the lightest kind which the 
House could inflict, and by no means proportioned 
tothe highest possible outrage. He corresponded 
in'sentiment with the gentleman from New Jersey 
with respect to this amendment, and if it were 
approved by a majority, he should feel ashamed 
and degraded at belonging to that House. If this 
were the case, every man who had-any regard for 
his character, would make his escape from the 
polluted habitation, as such a vote would attach 

. disgrace and infamy to the House, because it was 
an old and true adage, “He who does not repel 
vile acts, participates in their infamy.” 


Mr. Sirareaves said, if this amendment pre- 
vailed, (and he trusted it would not,) it could only 
be upon one or two considerations; both of which 
had been suggested in the course of the debate, 
viz: the supposed want of power in the House to 
expel a member for an offence of this kind, or 
that the punishment is not proper for the offence. 


Mr. S. went into a variety of arguments to 
prove that both these objections were ill-founded ; 
examined the different theories which had been 
laid down as applicable to the power of expulsion 
given by the Constitution, endeavored to prove 
that the offence under consideration was of the 
highest magnitude, and that, therefore, it ought to 
be punished with the highest punishment which 
the House has the power of inflicting—which is 
expulsion, A mere reprimand, he said, was by 
no means a proper punishment ; it was applied to 
offences of the lowest kind merely. These being 
his views on the subject, he should vote against 
the amendment; and if it were to prevail, he 
would also vote against the resolution itself; for, 
so far from such a measure securing them from 
future injuries, it would only encourage them. 
He would, therefore, have nothing to do with it, 
but leave every gentleman to protect his own hon- 
or. It will then be necessary for them not only 
to bring learning and. information to Congress, 
but also a sufficient degree of strength and cou- 
rage, or if deficient in strength, arms for their de- 
fence. With respect to the length of this discus- 
sion, it was wholly owing to that part of the 
House who declined to act upon the business im- 
mediately, but who chose to have the subject re- 
ferred to a committeé, and afterwards to have the 
evidence before.a Committee of the Whole, and 
not to those who have always been ready to adopt 
the most prompt measures. 


Mr. GALLATIN said he should not have risen 
again on this subject, if it had not been to explain 
some things which he had before said, and which 
had been misrepresented. After explaining these, 
Mr. G. went on to state that no act of disorder 
done in the House ought to be noticed farther 
than the decorum of the House required, as the 
laws were ready to take cognizance of injuries 
committed on members as well as on those who 
are not members. He quoted the Constitution to 
show that this was the intention of it. Indeed, 
he did not believe any gentleman on that floor 
would say he wanted protection ; they could gen- 
erally protect themselves; and if not, the law 
would protect them as it protected others. But it 
was said offences which had a tendency to disturb 
their proceedings ought to be punished. This he 
allowed, but he would punish them in a less de- 
gree. Mr. G. referred to the case which has al- 
ready been mentioned of a challenge sent by a 
member of the Senate toa member of that House. 
That business, he said, was referred to.a commit- 
tee, but the parties having written letters of apol- 
ogy, exactly in tenor with that of Mr. Lyon, they 
were deemed sufficient, yet the letter of Mr. Lyon 
is spoken of as aggravating his crime. Mr. G., 
did not think that a vote of censure and a repri- 
mand by the Spraker was a slight punishment. 
It was said no act of offence had ever been com- 
mitted like this, nor did he think any punishment 
had ever been inflicted by this Government so 
severe asa vote of censure by the House. Be- 
cause the member from Vermont had not receiv- 
ed so polite an education as other gentlemen, it 
was supposed this punishment would not greatly 
affect him; but he supposed he was not wholly 
dead to every feeling, and unless he was composed 
of different materials from other men, such a pun- 
ishment must be considered as a very serious one. 
He should, therefore, vote for the amendment. 
Mr. G. added_that what Mr. Lyon had said re- 
specting the Representatives of Connecticut was 
spoken as if it made part of the charge against 
him; as this was not the case, he thought any ob- 
servations on that head would be better omitted, 

Mr. Dana condemned the wish that had been 
expressed for passing a silent vote upon this sub- 
ject, and particularly the conduct of the gentle- 
man from Maryland (Mr. S. Smrrx) for having 
expressed such a wish. He said it appeared as if 
gentlemen had determined to vote against the ex- 
pulsion of the member from Vermont, and. were 
afraid of hearing anything which might convince 
them that they had done wrong in so determining; 
or were the gentleman from Virginia and others, 
who were so ready to speak to the public on other 
occasions, afraid to do so on this, from a convic- 
tion of the weakness of their cause?.. Mr. D. took 
notice of the cases stated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, to whose manners he paid a com 
pliment at the expense of his logic, and spoke of 
the necessity of preserving decency and dignity 
of manners in all public bodies. The member 
from Vermont had indeed: been. very free in-his 
remarks upon Connecticut; but to have. merited 
the hatred of the gentleman from Vermont. was 
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by. no means disgraceful... He should: wrong the| The question on the amendment. was put and 
State of his -nativity, he should. wrong his col-| negatived—52 to 44. RET oo 
leagues and himself, were he to undertake a for-| Mr. Morris said, before the vote. was taken-on 
mal. refutation of this calumny. The citizens of | the resolution for expulsion, he wished to saya’ 
Connecticut will. disdain the idea of being en-| few. words. There was no doubt but that the 
lightened. by that member’s knowledge, or of being | conduct of his colleague had been highly insult- 
revolutionized. by his power, as they will repel | ing to the House, and that he deserved expulsion. 
with indignation any imputation against their! He also believed that the people of Vermont 
Representatives. in. Congress—Representatives | would resent this conduct, which dishonored the 
who were born and educated amongst them, and | character of the citizens of that State; and he ` 
whom, in consequence of their good opinion of} thought it was the duty of that House to give 
them, they have appointed, by their unsolicited | the people an opportunity of showing their disap- 
suffrages, to do their national business. Had the | probation of a conduct so gross and indecent. 
assertion no other currency than the member from; The question on the resolution was put and 
Vermont’s.word; he shend not have noticed it; i carried—51 to 43. i : 
but.as.it appeared upon the Journal, and had gone} The committee then rose, and reported the. 
out to the world,-he thought it necessary to ae to the resolution, together with the... 


what he had-said on this subject. But for these | evidence which had been taken before them. 
calumnies, it was probable that the outrage on} The House took up the amendment (relative to”. 
Mr. Griswotp would not have been committed; | the offensive words in the defence).and agreed to = 
but what could be a more serious charge against | it—49 to 46. Ag 
another than to be told, “ You have betrayed your] - Mr. R. Wiuttams then renewed his amend- 
trust?” This was what gave all the keenness to | ment for confining the punishment to reprimand. | 
the epithet of coward, when applied to an officer.} Mr. Brooxs hoped, if the House did not agree .. 
Mr. D. said he did not mean to cast any blame | to the highest punishment, they would not agree 
upon gentlemen who differed from him in opin-|to the lowest which they could inflict.. He did. 
fon; nor would. he envy any gentleman the Paii- not suppose the. member from Vermont would 
sure they would have in the company of the gen-| look upon this as a punishment; and if no other 
tleman from Vermont; if they chose to associate | was to be ordered, the House would never get rid; 
with such a kennel of filth, let them do so; let| of his offences. eee a 
ther press him to their heart, and salute- himas] Mr. Macon. said, it was observable there were. 
their brother, they may do it without envy; let} two opinions in.the House ; one for expulsion, the. 
them be designated as the companions of Mr.| other for a reprimand. He did not think the. 
Lyon, by being pointed at, by “There goes the | offence was such as would authorize an expulsion. 
member of Congress who voted to have Mat-| He said. there had been as many illiberal expres- > 
. Lon as a companion!” If they felt them- ‘sions in the course of this debate as he had ever 
invulnerable to such a reproach, he ac-{ heard. Gentlemen bad talked of party. doing ` 
owledged he had not attained.to that degree of | this, and party doing the other, whilst they them- 
insensibility.. He himself would put him away, | selves are the first to mention it... He hoped they ` 
as citizens removed impurities and filth from their | would have kept these things out of the sight of- 
docks and wharves. | the world. If gentlemen of one description voted 
Mr. S. SmıTa thought, as he had determined to | one way, those of another voted a. contrary way.” 
say nothing upon this subject, that he should not! As for the punishment of being reprimanded in 
have received the censure of any one. He had | the face of the House, which would be entered 
conversed with several gentlemen on both sides; upon the Journal, he thought it a very serious 
the question, and he thought, in order to avoid a! one, and he would almost as soon be hanged at: 
lengthy discussion, which could have no effect! once.. He hoped, therefore, the punishment would 
but produce heat, it would be best to take a silent | be thought at least equal to the offence. 
vote on the question. The gentleman who had; The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
just sat down had called upon him asa military | and the amendment was negatived—52 to 44. 
man. - He-did not come here asa military man,; The question was next taken upon the resolu- 
butas à legislator. It seemed as if gentlemen | tion for expulsion, by yeas and nays, and carried— 
were determined to make him speak on this sub- | yeas 52, nays 44, as follows: : 


. 


ie ; if he had wished to do so, they would not |  Yuas—- George Baer, jr., Bailey Bartlett, Jas. A. Bay- 
ave been able to have kept him silent. Hej ard, David Brooks, Stephen Bullock, Christopher G. 
thought the gentleman. last up had made a speech | Champlin, John Chapman, James Cochran, Joshua 
to little purpose. If military opinions were wanted, | Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, Thomas F. 
two military. gentlemen had already given their | Davis, John Dennis, George Dent, Thomas Evans, 
opinions. If, twenty years ago, he had been asked | Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
- an opitiion, he supposed he should have given such | Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, William 
"van one as the gentleman from Connecticut would | Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Harti 
-not have liked to hear. William Hindman, David Holmes, Hezekiah L. H 
x NA did not wish the gentleman to give! mer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Samu 
pinion, and hoped he would excuse him for| Lyman, James Machir, William Matthews, Dar 
given his; though he desired him not to.| Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison : G. Otis, Isaac 
BES ce `. | Parker, Josiah Parker, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr. 
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James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William. Shepard, | “Lyon of. Fairhaven,” charged in the publi 
“Thos. Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, | with being active to incite the people in hi 
“Peleg Sprague, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, | to hold meetings, and to clamor against the ; 

“Mark Thomson, Thomas Tillinghast, John E- Van Alen | he replied that he supposed he was. the person mean 

“and, Peleg Wadsworth. oo but that this charge, as well as many others of a Hi 

c;  Nays—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel Ben- | nature, made against him, was unfounded. After a fe 

- ton, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, | other remarks, Mr. Lyon. began somè animadversions 

Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, Wm. Charles | upon the temper of the people of Connecticut, and. the 
Cole Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, John conduct of their Representatives in Congress... He se 

“Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, Wm. Findley, John Fow- he had good reason to know and declare, that the mem- 

ler, Nathaniel Freeman, jun., Albert Gallatin, William | bers from that State were acting in direct opposition to 

OB. Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, Jobn A. the opinions of nine-tenths of their constituents; that, 

“Hania, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, Wal- regardless of the public good, they were seeking their 

ter Jones, Edw. Livingston, Matthew Locke, Nathaniel | OW? private interests; that their object was to obtain 

Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John offices for themselves; that if they could not obtain the ` 

“Milledge, Anthony New, John. Nicholas, Tompson J. most lucrative, they would not refuse those which were» 

Skinner, Samuel Smith, William Smith, Richard Sprigg, less so, (mentioning two sums, which I think, w 

jun, Richard Stanford, Thomas: Sumter, Abram. Trigg, thousand dollars and one thousand dollars 3) th: 

John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B.. Vanum, Mr. Lyon, had a good right to know the people of 

Abraham Venable, and. Robert: Williams. necticut, for he had to fight with them in his 

Th c S S hirds -of th trict. Upon this Mr. Griswold, who was sitting 1 

i E: onstitution requiring two-thirds ol the | Harper’s seat, asked whether he had fought them. v 

mem béfs present to carry a vote of expulsion, the | g wooden sword, or with Ais wooden, sword. Lyon 

motion was declared by the Speaker not carried. | eit ; or affectine Te. 


The following is the testimony taken in the 


| either not hearing this question, or affecting not to hi 
; ne e L heard it, continued his remarks to me, and add 
foregoing case, as delivered in at the Clerk’s : 
table: oa 


when the Connecticut people came into ‘his di 
g l visits to their relations, they came with strong 
The Speaker, Joxaruaw Darrow, Esq., one- of the „against him and his politics ; but, after conv: 
Representatives from the State of New Jersey, being | them freely, he had always succeeded in bring 
“duly sworn, this fifth day of February, one thousand | ver to his side; that if he should go into 
„seven hundred. and ninety-eight, before the Commit- and talk with the people, he could open ther 
“tee of the. Whole House, to whom was committed effect an entire change there. Upon which, 
‘the report of the Committee of. Privileges of the sec- wold laying his hand gently upon Mr. Lyon 
‘ond instant, proposing the following resolution for order to attract his attention, said, “ if you w 
the adoption of the House, to-wit: ` “ Resolved, That into Connectiout for the purpose you mention, 
“Matthew Lyon, a member of this House, for a vio- not alter the opinion of the meanest hostler,” 
lent attack, and gross indecency, committed upon the replied that he knew better ; he knew the pe 
person of Roger Griswold, another member, in the Connecticut well; that he had no doubt that, 
présence of the House while’ sitting, be, for this dis- | Were to remove thither, and establish or direct a- pre 
‘orderly behaviour, expelled therefrom,” by the Hon- there for six, nine or twelve months, he could. effec 
orable Richard Peters, Esq., Judge of the District revolution there, and induce them to tum out all t 
Court of the United States, for the District of Penn- present members. Upon my observing that this afit 
sylvania, to declare the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, touching the subject-matter of 


ed another instance of the influence which men’s wishes ` 
had over their belief; and upon my asking, if this were — 

the report, so referred to the said committee, deposed 

as follows.: f 


true, how he could account for the people of: Cc 
cut having uniformly selected for their Representat 
: When the ballots of the House for managers of the ever since the commencement of the pr 
‘impeachment against Mr. Blount were brought to the 

tableto be counted, and the committee who were named 
as- tellers were actually engaged in that business, I 
walked forth from the. Chair, without adjourning the 
- House, in order to take a little exercise about the room, 
as. had not unfrequently. been , the . case in Yeading 
lengthy communications, I placed myself by the side 
of a member from New York, and in the chair usually 
occupied by Mr. Dana, when I soon heard some expres- 
gions rather warmer than usual at the fire, behind me, 
and turning, observed that they passed between Mr. | 
< Lyon, of Vermont, and Mr. Dana, of Connecticut. I 
addressed myself immediately:to them, and said, “ Gen- 
tlemen, keep yourselves cool ;” and. afterwards added, 
“if-you proceed much. further, you will want seconds.” 


which, in order to give a turn of pleasantry to t 
| versation, I asked Mr. Lyon whether. sad. 
| for himself the mission to Kamtseh: 
ibes, Upon my asking whether he was 
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Mr. Griswold, when he spoke, certainly had a smile on 
his countenance. 

Atthe first conversation between Mr. Dana and: Mr. 
iy something had been said on the opposition to the 
p act in Vermont, and a meeting therein, on that 
subj ject. 

my believe the words spoken by Mr. Lyon did not allude 
to any’ vote of the members of Connecticut on any par- 
ticular question, but generally to their political conduct. 

Mr. Lyon said that the people of Connecticut were 
deceived by their Representatives, who were constantly 
administering opiates to them, and it was only after- 
wards, on my asking why those persons were sent as 
Representatives, that. he replied, the people were per- 
mitted to hear but one side. 

“Ttake it that-Mr. Lyon, although not in warmth, in- 
ténded that his assertions should be believed by those 
who heard him. => 
After Mr. Griswold’ had received: the insult; I saw 
; draw back his arm, and expected a blow would be 
given; ‘afterwards, I saw from his countenance, that he 
changed his mind, and he then wiped his face. 

The onversation appeared to be conducted in good 
humor. 
conversation respecting Connecticut came vol- 
itarily. from Mr. Lyon, and unsuggested by anybody 


Lyon received my question as to the mission to 
tka, in a pleasant way. In another part of the 
} versation, Mr. Lyon was comparing the informa- 
[ e people of his district with that of the people 
ecticut, alluding to the light he had conveyed 

among: them. - Mr. Brooks observed that the extraordi- 
‘nafy light appeared from the extraordinary luminary 
they sent to represent them. 
id not hear a syllable from any.member of Con- 
cut, of insult or remark on the conduct of the peo- 
ple of Vermont. 

Mr. Griswold, in laying his hand on Mr. Lyon, did it 
ge tly; and apparently for the purpose of calling his at- 
tention merely. ` 


“The Speaker, at the time of the conversation, knew 
` that the wooden sword had relation to Mr. Lyon’s ha- 
ving been cashiered in the army. I knewit from a pre- 
; conversation with Mr. Lyon, and my having 
the army at Canada, at the time. The only 
reason for my supposing that Mr. Lyon did not hear 
what Mr. Griswold said, was, that it produced no 
‘change in Mr. Lyon’s countenance, though spoken loud 
enough for him to hear; and I heard the words distinct- 
Mr. Lyon and myself were. at equal distance from 
Griswold. I did not observe the cause of Mr. Gris- 
Ps leaving his chair and going to Mr. Lyon, but on 
turning ‘round, I perceived him then listening to Mr. 
Lyon. During the conversation between Mr. Griswold 
‘and Mr. Lyon, 1 did not observe any collection of mem- 
“bers round the fire—Mr. Dana was passing and re-pass- 
before the fire. | 
Lyon seemed to insinuate that there was some- 
influencing the printers, who permitted them to 

publ ish only on one side. 

B -a conversation with Mr. Lyon some days be- 

fè; at the fire, in the House. © A gentleman from New 
| Mork’ being present, with others, (Mr. Cochran, Mr. 
osmier,. and: Mr. Harper,) asked. him what was the 
ineaning of a newspaper paragraph, viz: -“ that he had 
own, two things.” 
shiered ‘at Ticonderoga. ĮI asked if he was. 
who: ‘had been -cashiered with eae for 


-conversation with Mr. Lyon Mr. Griswold heard t 


He saidit: alluded to his hav- 


deserting an advanced post? He-said he was; but at- 
tempted to show he was not so: culpable as the. rest. 
Said I, “ did you know you were execrated by the whole 
army 1’ He said he did. I then ‘asked whether he 
was in company with the officer who came to General 
Gates’s headquarters, and reported the desertion of the 
men, and whom the General called a d——4d scoundrel - 
and coward, and ordered to be put under guard; upon 
which Mr. Lyon replied that he himself was the very 
officer, but that he told General Gates, that, being an 
officer, he might be arrested, but was not to be put un- 
der guard. In the same conversation I observed. that: 
application had been made `to:the Commander-in- Chief 
for leave to turn out the drums and fifes of the army; to 
beat a certain disgraceful march, upon the departure’of 
those officers from the garrison, who, it was said; had 
persuaded their men to desert; and that I recollected 
their beating the march upon the heights of Ticon- : 
deroga. 

Upon being questioned. by one of the gentlemen 
standing in the circle, whether it was a part of the sen- 
tence of the Court Martial that the cashiered should wear 
wooden. swords, I answered that I had not heard itto, = 
be a part of the sentence in this case, nor ever invany `“ 
other. 

Mr. Lyon appeared always, to me, to be willing to 
attend to inquiries respecting this isin and to give ` 
a calm reply- 


The Paymasters, although only Staff obieers: iatiked 
as Captains in the line. It was only thatin case of in- 
sults from any ofthe men that they might put them un- 
der arrest; but when they went into action they placed 
themselves in the ranks. They would take command- 
in case all the officers of a garrison were killed, in pre- 
ference to a Sergeant, but not of any commissioned. ofi- 
cer. À person under disgrace, as a coward, would not- 
be associated with by the officers of the army, or permit- 
ted to hold a Staff ‘commission. for any length. of time. 
I never heard in the army that Mr. Lyon had received 
any new appointment after his disgrace, but only since, 
from him, and also then heard he was not. allowed long 
to remain in it. But I did not.stay in the army. until 
the retreat. 

Mr. Lyon, when cashiered, was in the rank ofa sub- 
altern, as I understood. 


The said. deponent, being further interrogated on “he 
eighth day of February, one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-eight, on his oath aforesaid, answered 
to the several interrogatories so put tokim, as follows, 
to wit: 


Question. Did yoù ire Mr. Griswold in Mr. Hai- 
per’s chair, when the conversation commenced between: 
Mr. Lyon and yourself? 

A. I do not recollect to have seen him at the firsti me 
stant, but did see him there during the earlier part of Ki 
the conversation: 

Q. Did you see Mr. Griswold until about the time he 
put the first question to Mr. Lyon about the woode 
sword ? 

A. About the time. 

Q. Can you say with certainty what. part of the 


A. I cannot. 
Q. Was it the first-time when Mr. Griswold mac 
the observation of the wooden sword, that he laid hisi 
hand on Mr. Lyon’s aim? es 
A. It was not, but at the second time, and 13 collect 
his first laying his hand there, when he made the o! 
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“wation as to Mr: Lyon not being able to change the | sent. Which stroke of wit was received pleasantly by 
opinion of the meanest hostler. - = Mr. Lyon, as it appears to have been intended. ‘a 
“Skucer Smith, Esq.,’one of the Representatives from | Mr: Griswold had removed | outside of the bar to 
the State of Maryland, being duly sworn, as afore- where Mr. Lyon ‘stood. At this time, having ‘left my 
said, on the fifth day of February, one thousand seat with intention to leave the ‘House, I leaned on the 
seven hundred and ninety-eight, deposed as follows: ge meh to Mr. SA an nE ae: Growl a 
l On the day on which the ballot was taken for, the yon having “observed, (stu! as tare solt ‘to Pio. 
“ choice of manise on: the part of this House, to con- Speaker) that, could. he. havo the same opportunity of 
“duet the impeachment against William Blount, the ee that he had in his own district, he did not 
Speaker being out of the Chair, the members out of goni oe a e ne in inion of ie peeve in 
¿their places, engaged in common conversation, and the | Iyon should $ n into Cinnet cut ? ot y i 
` committee counting the ballots—having taken, my H ve the opi 5 : syön oue B 
<! Jetters from the box, returning to my seat, I passed Mr. T S ne ms ie. jonot a pier a = m menan 
Lyon, who was engaged in a jesting conversation with | opinion; but I ‘ how diffe D are ay i may be your 
nother. members, such as gentlemen frequently amuse Coane ete A: are eee! 7 amid r Waa p inio 
“themselves with, when the House is not. in- actual busi- | p SAD g». use Gis ouin proca eG er 
ness. While reading my letters, that kind of amusing Lao e > As poeta tlien. said, z a olonel 
conversation continued, and I think I heard some per- ne ane air yee Sires oot ere ie Pre pener., 
“gon, but whom I knew not, mention an expected opp0-| Joy at ma sang ‘at > “On which p Lyon 
- stion to the stamp act, in the State of Vermont, tell E itin Mr, re A face who cooll: “took his hk 
Mr. Lyon, (one of its Representatives, ) that, petitions ruck out of. his ket and wi 7 his face. B 
against it were expected, and asked him, jestingly; whe- | jieving ‘that the are would: gå = Ai farther tk oft t 
ther he brought any such with him. Not thinking the | ff seit 4 89. Si Bhs 
conversation interesting, my attention was particularly % cok yg ey ot ge eet 
directed'to my letters, when I heard Mr. Lyon direct- | Davx» Brooxs, Esq., one of the Representatives: 


ine his conversation to the Speaker, who sat in the seat from the State of New York, being duly sworn, 
g . pea Keh., Dana; Mr. aforesaid, on the fifth day of February, one th 


Pehind me; ‘generally occupied by Mr: : : ougan 
Griswold in that of Mr. Harper; there being between oom and ninety-eight, deposed follows,: 


them only two chairs, occupied by Mr. Hosmer and | 
‘cMr. Brooks... Mr. Lyon, leaning on the outside of the At the time which has been mentioned, 
i þar, seemed to be giving the Speaker an account of the |in my seat, and the Speaker in Mr. Dana's... 
political sentiments of the people of Connécticut; nine- heard a part of the conversation which passed be 
tenths of whom he declared were of different sentiments Mr. Lyon and Mr. Dana. The subject of. the 
from their Representatives ; that they only: wanted their | sation, as well as I recollect, was the amendment c 
‘eyes to be: opened, and they would change the whole | gentleman from Virginia, to the bill- for re 
delegation.” The Speaker said, jestingly, you would aS 
jare one? To which Mr. Lyon, in the same style, 
guswered yés, for he goes nearest the sentiments of the 
people. of any of them. He said he had to fight with 
the Conneéticnt men, when they came into his district | The Spe 
: to see their relations, andalthough they censured his poli- Lyon. About this time Mr. Griswold came and ‘sat 
at first, yet they always were convinced, on hearing ‘Mr. Lyon, speaking of 
| his reasons, Mr- Griswold then said something which tated 
created a loud laugh, which I did not hear, but which I ; 
have since understood, related to the wooden sword. I 
rhed, and observed that: Mr. Lyon still continued ‘his 
nversation, directed to: the Speaker, and in the same 
le of jocularity—indeed, all the gentlemen appeared 
bein perfect good ‘humor, and to consider the con- 
rsation as amusing—in the course of which, Mr. 
Lyon, remarking on what had been said in debate by 
two or three ‘gentlemen of Connecticut, respecting the 
nine thousand dollars paid to Ministers Plenipotentiary, 
eing. such an ‘insignificant thing as to be scarcely had lived many years in the State of Connecticut, 
worth accepting, said that he knew better ; that whether | and was well acquainted with the disposition of the 
the salary was one thousand or nine thousand dollars, | people. He had occasion, frequenitly, in his ‘own’ dis- 
would be always acceptable—private interest being | trict, to contend with them, when they came there 
ore their view than public good—observing that he | upon visits to their relations, and had often convinced 
‘knew. the people-of Connecticut ‘well, having lived | them they were wrong: He had no doubt that, if he 
there formerly, and having lately passed through that | were to set up a. press in Connecticut, he could turn 
ate. Mr. Brooks, of New York, then asked if he had | out all the. present ‘Representatives. I did not: hea 
passed through his district ? Mr: Lyon said he had | the exception of one, as mentioned by others 
“passed through certain towns. Mr. Brooks remarked, | peared to be all done in a bragging, 
“you were in the back-ground there; as you frequently | I-then asked if he had not been i 
. Mr. Lyon having remarked that, for want of pro-| said he had, but there was nothing 


er information being received in Connecticut, he con- meaning they were Inco rigible, and not to 
idered the knowledge of the people of his own district | vinced. ‘He then compared tl ituati thi 
ys superior. To which, Mr., Brooks ‘jestingly replied |-of the two. States, as to information, a i 


at they had shown it by the great luminary they had | ple in ‘his district were far thé mest’ ‘enlighten 
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people of Connecticut, Mr. Griswold. asked, if he had observation respecting the wooden sword ? 
not better take his wooden sword. I thought he did; A. I do not know that he did. When I directed 
not hear it, as I looked at him, thinking it a pressing | my discourse to Mr. Lyon, he turned to me, and Mr. 
question; and he did not change countenance, but con- | Griswold was sitting at my left hand. i 
tinued his conversation with the Speaker. Mr. Gris- Q. Have you any particular recollection of Mr. 
wold then said, he does not hear me, or I said he does i Griswold’s being in your seat, till about the time when 
not hear you—I do not recollect which. Mr. Griswold | he made the first observation respecting the wooden 
afterwards went.on the outside of the bar, and stand- | sword? = 
ing by Mr. Lyon, laid his hand on bis arm, and said} A. He was in the seat some time before that obser- 
You could not change the opinion of a single hostler in | vation was made by him. I cannot possibly say how _ 
the State of Connecticut. Mr. Lyon then talked of! long. 
setting up a press in Connecticut, and fighting them on! Q. Was it not apparent to you, from the course of 
their own ground. . Mr. Griswold then said, you will | the conversation, that the sarcasm used by Mr. Gris- 
fight them with your wooden sword. Mr. Lyon then | wold, respecting the wooden sword, was by way of re- 
spit in his face.. Upon this, Mr. Griswold stepped | tort to Mr. Lyon's observation with respect to the Rep- 
back with his right foot, looked steadily at Mr. Lyon, | resentatives of the people of Connecticut ? 
and stiffened his arm, as if going to strike. Mr. Dana] A. It appears to me that it was. Mr. Lyon, in 
then observed, they would consider of this matter; and | speaking of the people of Connecticat, said he would 
I said, this is not the place; there is a time and place | fight them on their own ground, and I think what was 
for everything. Mr. Griswold then wiped his face with | said of the wooden sword, was a retort to the obser- 
his handkerchief, and went out with his colleague. I | vation. 
think the Speaker immediately rose from the chair he | Hezexran L. Hosen, Esq., one of the Representa- 
had been in, as, on looking round, I saw the chair) tives from the State of New York, being duly sworn 
bar EA ERE Sek Weigh T as aforesaid, on the sixth day of February, one thou- 
 Fhave n cular might have been,; sand seven hundred and ni í posed as- č 
if Mr. Speaker had not stated the facts so fally and! follows : a a sane oe = 
correctly, is Aasi penal ire which mine only differs,| During the canvassing of the votes for managers the 
abn part di Nore: | Speaker left the Chair and seated himself by my side, 
The said deponent being interrogated by several | in the seat usually occupied by Mr. Dana, of Connecti. © 
members, answered to the interrogatories so put to icut. We heard a conversation carried on with some 
‘him, as follows, to wit: | warmth between Mr. Dana, of Connecticut, and Mr. 
Question. Did Mr. Lyon say that the printers de- | Lyon, of Vermont. The Speaker spoke to them, and _ 
ceived the people. ` f i checked them, and they immediately separated. Mr. 
` A. He said the Representatives deceived the people, | Lyon then came to the bar, leaned on it, and a conver- 
blinded or hoodwinked them, and administered opiates sation took place between him and the Speaker. It 
to them. That in Connecticut, it was permitted only , commenced, as nearly as I can recollect, with something 
to‘publish one side of the question. N | relative to the stamp act, but I cannot recollect what. 
Q: Did Mr. Griswold appear to be angry, or in good Mr, Lyon mentioned that,.in the course of his journey 
humor, in this conversation? ; | hither or home, he had passed through part of Connec- 
A, Mr: Griswold spoke with his usual easiness and | tient, and conversed with some of the people, and found 
good humor. ae | their sentiments opposite to those of their Representa- 
Q. Do you suppose the publications about the wooden | tives in this House. Some general conversation then 


| 
sword, were calculated to throw disgrace on the mem- | took place, in which we all took a part, but it was of 


ber from Fermont? R i i little consequence, and it is not forcibly impressed ort 
A. Teannot consider them in any favorable light— my mind. Mr. Lyon. then, addressing himself to the 
they must certainly be reckoned disgraceful. | Speaker, and speaking of the conduct of the members 


The said deponent being further interrogated by the | of Connecticut, said he believed that nine-tenths of the 
“said Matthew Lyon, and other members, on the | people of Connecticut differed from the sentiments ad- | 
eighth day of February, one thousand seven hundred | vanced by the Representatives of that State on this 
and ninety-eight, answered to the several interrogato- | floor ; they were pursuing their own interest ; that they 
‘ties sọ put to him, as follows, to wit: | were influenced by a desire to obtain offices, and it was 
Question. Had not Mr. Griswold joined the group | immaterial how lucrative those offices were; that they 
and taken the seat of Mr. Harper, next to the seat occu- | would be equally influenced by an office of one thou- 
pied by you, before Mr. Lyon made the observations | sand dollars as one of nine thousand dollars: On the 
relative to the Representatives from the State of Con- | Speaker's asking him how the people came to send 
necticut, mentioned in your deposition ? | such Representatives as they had from the establishment 
Act think he had. I recollect, perfectly, that it] of the Constitution, he said. that the Representatives 
was i an early stage of the conversation that Mr. | blinded the eyes of their constituents, and it was only 
Griswold took that seat, and he must have heard a | necessary for the people to be informed to induce them 
principal part of the conversaton. I believe Mr. Gris- | to oppose them. If he were to remove into Connecti 
: took the seat of Mr. Harper, immediately after | cut and set on foot a printing press, he had no doubt _ 
Dana left off conversation with Mr. Lyon. he could bring about a revolution in the sentiments of 
Did he take this seat time enough to hear the | the people. He was well acquainted with the people 
be ns of Mr, Lyon, with respect to the Repre-| of Connecticut, as the first part of his life in this cout- 
ér fom Connecticut seeking offices, and pur- | try had been passed in that State. Several persons 
, suing their own interests regardless of the public good? | from: Connecticut had been in Vermont to visit their 
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friends; that he had attacked them in that quarter, and 
convinced them.their opinions were erroneous. At this 
stime Mr. Griswold was'sitting:in the seat usually occu- 
¿pied by Mr. Harper; and Mr: Griswold said something, 
which I cannot’ precisely.recollect, about his fighting 
= them with his wooden sword. Mr..Lyon appeared to 

“pay no attention to the remark, and, I. thought at. the 
‘time, did not hear it. - Immediately after this Mr. Gris- 
‘wold quitted his seat and went behind the bar. I left 
mine nearly at the same. time, and did not see the in- 
sult which is said to have been offered. This. is gene- 
rally all that I know relative to this affair. I was pre- 
sent at the commencement only of the dispute, and 
‘they are only generally facts which have impressed 
‘themselves on my mind. ‘I attended to the examination 
«of the Speaker yesterday, and could agree generally 
with him in the statement, though my recollection. is 
“not.so particular.’ - 


The. said. deponent being interrogated by Matthew 
Lyon; and other members of the House, further de- 
` posed as follows: ` 


_ I did not ‘hear any observation -from `the members 
from Connecticut respecting the people of Vermont. 
The conversation from Mr. Lyon. respecting the peo- 
ple'of Connecticut was-not connected; questions were 
asked,and.some observations were made by the Speaker, 
which perhaps induced Mr. Lyon to say more than. he 
. originally intended; 

1 do not suppose there was any thing said which 
could provoke Mr. Lyon, and. he appeared ‘to be desi- 
ous of impressing the observations with respect to the 
members from Connecticut, as true, upon all who heard 


. The said deponent being further interrogated, on. his 
“oath. aforesaid, on the eighth day of February, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, answered 
to the several interrogatories so put to him, as 
follows: 


Question. Do you recollect the.time when Mr. Gris- 
wold moved from his own: seat to that of Mr. Harper? 
=: Answer. I do not recollect the time when Mr. Gris- 

wold came to Mr. Harper’s seat... It was, however, 
soon after Mr. Lyén took his-station behind the: bar, 
: and during the general. conversation which had taken 
place between us all. ee 

Q. Have you any certain. recollection of Mr. Gris- 
-wold’s being present until about the time he made the 
observation respecting the wooden sword? 

“A. I recollect having seen Mr. Griswold in the seat 
before that time; how long I cannot say, as I do not 
recollect seeing him seat himself there. 

. - Q. Did you see Mr. Griswold in the seat soon enough 
. to have heard the observations of Mr. Lyon respecting 
the conduct of the members of Connecticut ? 

A, [believe I did. , I recollect looking round two or 
three times to see what effect Mr. Lyon’s observations 
had upon Mr. Griswold. ` 
`Q. Have you any reason to suppose that Mr. Lyon 
noticed Mr. Griswold to be in Mr. Harper’s seat pre- 
vious to what Mr. Griswold said about the wooden 
sword? : : 

A.I never heard. any thing till this morning to 
raisé a doubt of itin my mind. I have no recollec- 
tion of any‘ particular conversation between Mr. Gris- 
wold and Mr. Lyon, previous to the question of Mr. 
_ Griswold. : 5 : 

Q: Do- you doubt.it now ? : 
` A. I cannot say I do. 


Sanver W. Dawa, one of the Representatives’ from the 
State of Connecticut; being duly sworn, as aforesaid, 
on the sixth: day of February, one. thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-eight, deposed as follows : 

` On Tuesday of last week, during the examination of 

the ballots for managers of the impeachment against Wil- 

liam Blount, I had left my seat and was standing before 
the fire, near the eastern door of the hall, when Mr. 

Williams, of the State of New York, entered into con- 

versation with me, and mentioned that Mr. Lyon, who 

had lately returned from Vermont, had been saying that 
cethe Representatives of Connecticut would all be turn- 
ed out if they voted against Mr. Nicholas’s amendment.” 

Very soon after this the member from Vermont came’ to 

the place where we were, and, in Mr. Williams's. pre- 

sence, I asked him if he had said what had been men- 

tioned tome. ‘His answer, as precisely. as I can recol- 

lect, was in these words, ‘I did not say so; but hat _ 
you would all be turned out if you carried the point. you 
wished to carry.” I then asked what that. point was; 
and his answer represented it as being ‘‘ that the Presi- 
dent should appoint to offices where no such appoint- 
ments were authorized by law.” I told him, “* that was 
not the question on Mr..Nicholas’s amendment.” : He 
answered, ‘‘it is ;” and I replied, “itis not.” 
was‘a variety of further conversation, all of whic) 
not particularly recollect. I think that I remarked on thi 
improbability of his being acquainted with the people of 

Connecticut better than their Representatives.. I remem- 

ber that, in the course of this conversation, he spo) 

the disagreeable reception which we might expect on 
turning to Connecticut, and made other  observatior 

an irritating nature. I felt some disdain at w A; 

and, as his conversation was by no means pleasing ‘me, 

T believe that my irritation was mani m : 

nèr in which I answered him. The Speaker beir 

and, addressing us with an air of civility, interp 
caution which he has mentioned. After 
further passed between. myself and ‘the 

Vermont. My reflection told me to have no more c 

versation with him. “As we separated from each oi 

I walked from the place, and took no further part.in any 

of his conversation. i ees 
Not long after, as I passed within the bar, by the seat i 

which Mr. Harper usually occupies, I observed my col 
league, Mr. Griswold, sitting in that seat. I mentioned 
to him the substance of my conversation with the mem- 
ber from Vermont, and observed that I had felt some itri- 
tation, although, on reflection, I was rather ashamed of 
myself, for being irritated at what ‘that member could 

say. . 

Ti fterwards, walking without the bar, T.saw the mem- 

ber from Vermont: leaning on the bar, in. conversation 

with the Speaker and other gentlemen in their . 

Mr. Griswold was then standing near him. Ihe 

member from Vermont. speaking of the Represe 

from Connecticut as being in pursuit of their ow 
est, without regarding that of the public... 
him mention a particular mission as pro 


them. To this; however, I gave but little-attention, and 
} pa 


made no reply, for the observations were addressed 
others; and I desired no further acqu 
member from Vermont. 

A very short time before the i 160) 
ragénow under consideration. I stepped within the bar, 
arid stood near the end of the hich is:in front of 
the seat usually occupied by my 
then in that seat. From the tenorof. the -conversation 
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ĮI: judged that the member from Vermont had been speak- | | repeat, in public; such; improper. language as having 
ing of his ability to effect some great object in-Connecti- | been spoken by a-member. of this House. -°. 

cut; when Mr. Griswold-replied, according to my pre-| I arose to state these particulars in my own ¥indica- 
sent recollection, to this effect: ** You. could not, if you’! | tion; but, since a gentleman from Massachusetts,-..on, 
should go into Connecticut with your wooden -sword | hearing the present statement, has said that he considers 
and candle ;” alluding, as I then apprehended, toa re- | these circumstances as of some importance, they arenow 
port in circulation which, as also that of the sword, I testified before the present committee. . 

knew to have been heard by Mr. Griswold and by the | | Josua ‘Cort, Esg., one of the Representatives from the 
member from Vermont. On this the member from Ver- | State of Connecticut, being duly sworn; as aforesaid, 
mont spit in Mr. Griswold’s face. 


Considering the observations of some gentlemen of | 
the committee, perhaps, in justice to the member from ; 
Vermont, I ought to mention that, while Mr. Griswold | 
was in Mr. Harper’s seat, I was in the passage leading | 
from the eastern door of the hall to the Speaker’s table, | 
and conversed. for a short time with Mr. Griswold and | j 
Mr. Brooks, when I was informed that Mr. Griswold | 
had spoken to the member from Vermont, and alluded | 
to the report of the wooden sword. On inquiring what | 
answer was made to this by the member from Vermont, 
Mr. Griswold observed that he believed it was not heard | 
the memniber from Vermont, as he made no answer to 
it. This was before the conversation which immediately | | 
preceded the personal outrage offered to Mr: Griswold, | 
and, I think, at a different time from any which I have 
before mentioned. 

ile the present time, nothing further occurs to my re- 
60) 


\ 


z tion as material to the inquiry before the commit- | 


“On his being asked, What was the conduct of Mr. | 
old fter the outrage committed by the member 
from ermont? 
: The ‘said deponent answered: I was then standing 
where I could look my colleague, Mr. Griswold, fully in | 
the face. ° 


I marked him particularly; for I then felt par- | 
y interested i in his conduct, and determining how 
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saber from Vermont, fixed his eye upon bim, and | 
wly drawing back. his right arm in a constrained | 

rhen, from his change of countenance and the 
è I apprehended that my colleague. recol- | 
2 Was; he then took out “his handkerchief 
I stepped to him, touched his arm, 
and said, “this must be considered of.” I also heard | 
caution’ mentioned by Mr. Brooks. Mr. Griswold | 
rads no reply. I proposed to him to walk out of the | 
l; he assented, and we both immediately left the hall. | 


e said deponent, upon a further examination on the | 
. of. February, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-eight, further deposed, on his oath aforesaid, as | 
ows: 
~: Phere- has been published an incorrect account of part | 
of the'testimony which I delivered yesterday before the 
Committe: of. the Whole; E, therefore, owe it to myse 
to observe, that, on Tuesday of last week, in-his-con- 
versation with me, the member from Vermont made va- 
rious observations-relative to the conduct in Congress of | | 
the Representatives from Connecticut, and, among other 
observations respecting them, spoke to the following i im- 
port: that they would. vote their own damnation; that | 
. ‘they: would be spurned at.on their return home; and that | 
he<would :be damned ifthe wanted to talk with me. | 
Such language provoked from me an answer, which, I 
ume, attracted the noticeof the Speaker. 
Tn my testimony, yesterday,<1 used some general ex- 


va 


ention the particulars, because I did not con- | 
5 material to the inquiry, and I-did.not wish to į 


s.referring to this part of ‘the conversation; but Tj | 


on the sixth day of February, one thousand seyen hun- 
dred and ninety eight, deposed as follows, to wit: 


I was not present when the incident which is the sub- 


i ject of inquiry before the committee took place, and. do 


not know that anything. within my knowledge ‘can 
throw any light upon it. A few moments before, I was 
passing from my seat out of the bar. where Mr. Lyon was 
standing. He was addressing a kind of ranting braggart 
i conversation to the Speaker, respecting the State of Con- 
| necticut; whether I had noticed this conversation before 
| I left my seat, I do not recollect; my recollection is prob- 
ably the more imperfect on the subject, from the circum- 
| stance that F had heard'a similar conversation from Mr, 
Lyon a little while before, at one. of the fire-places, ` be- 
| fore the House formed: -As I was passing, or: before I 
| left my seat, I cannot with ceftainty tell which, some 
observation was addressed particularly to me, with allu= 
i sion to the ‘subject of the conversation, either by the 
Speaker or Mr. Lyon. Mr.’ Lyon at the time was ‘sta~ 
| ting a comparative view of the number of votes given for 
a Representative in the State of Connecticut, with the 


| number of votes given for himself in the State of Ver- 
| mont; and I put some questions to him respecting: his 


The 


knowledge of the mode of voting in Connecticut. 


| answer not. leading to anything interesting, I passed on 


to the south part of the House. - I recollect, as I passed, 


| my colleague, Mr. Griswold, was. sitting in. the seat 


occupied by Mr. Harper, or standing behind it. 


Being interrogated by one of the members of the House, 
he further “deposed, i in answer to stha said interroga- 
tory, as follows, to wit: ; 


Question. What was the tenor, and what: were the 
particulars of the conversation whigh the witness heard. 
from the member from Vermont respecting the Connec- 
ticut repres entation; in the morning, before the House 
was formed ? 

Answer: I mentioned the terms ranting and braggäit, 
as relative to the conversation I heard. I used these 
terms, not with a view of saying anything which should 
appear to bear uncomfortably on the. member from Ver- 
mont. Were I disposed to say anything uncivil to him, 
| this would be a very improper time and plase.. I used 
| the terms only for my own justification—my justification, 
in not remembering more of the conversation than. other 
| gentlemen present appear to have done; although, from 
| the subject, it would seem. that I should have paid atten 
| tion, have felt it, and remembered it: Had I heard auch 
conversation from any other person, it. is probable I 
should; but 1 had been used to paying very little attention 
to anything I heard from Mr. Lyon. -As to the conver- 
sation in the morning, I can recollect no particulars. It 
was generally to the effect that the sentiments of the peo- 


| ple i in Connecticut were different from what they were 


| represented here. I do not recollect that anything par- 
; ticular, in that conversation, was applied to the conduct 
| of the members of Connecticut. 


` Cuauncey Goopricn, Esg., one of the Representatives 
from the State of Connecticut, being duly:sworn, as 
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shiered had not been mentioned to, his dishonor that he 
had been appointed, and for manyyears commanded: as: 
Colonel, a regiment. of -militia-in Vermont... L-recoll ; 


nothing further of importance to. the present inquiry.I 


i aforesaid, on the sixth day of February, one thousand | 
seven hundred. and ninety-eight, deposed as follows, 
to wit: = oe: 


. «Phe orily:information. I have on the subject, relates to 


a conversation’ with Mr. Lyon, relative to bis having 
been ‘cashiered in the Army: Icame from-New York to 
’ this:place, this session, in a stage taken by. Mr. ‘Cham- 

plin; together with him, Mr. Otis, and Mr. Lyon. We 
‘were the only persons in the stage for a considerable part 
‘of the way. - I had had but little personal acquaintance 
with Mr. Lyon before this time. Mr. Lyon, on the way, 
seemed to be disposed to give us the history of his life. 
It was filled up, according to the account he gave us, 
`; with many singular and ludicrous anecdotes. The ludi- 
crous anecdotes that he told of himself, in a jocular man- 
ner, produced from the gentlemen with him, a kind of 
pleasantry, if not something more, towards Mr. Lyon. 
I mention these circumstances, for the purpose of intro- 
ducing, in a proper manner, to.the committee, the ac- 
-< count he gave us with respect to his being cashiered. 
How. it was. introduced, whether. entirely voluntary on 
his part, or induced. by remarks: from some one: of the 
company, I have not a perfect recollection. . I think, 
> however, either immediately, or some time before Mr. 
Lyon. adverted to the subject, something was said of Mr. 
Lyon’s having been in the Army; I:cannot be very mi- 
nute in the account he gave: I recollect his saying that 
allusions to his being cashiered” bad been in the public 
papers——that it was a matter of great mortification—that 
he-could not bear to. hear of the affair—that it happened 
when he was young. - He: said that he was á subaltern 
officer of a corps stationed on the frontier, at a great dis- 
` tance from: the “main Army, and without support—that 
the officers and-men were uneasy, and discontented with 
their.situation—that they considered. it as being too ex- 
posed—that he, at a certain time, was out with a party 
of the men—that, when he returned, he found ‘thé corps 
to. which. he’ belonged either. had: abandoned,. or were 
abandoning, (I cannot say certainly which, ) their post— 
= that they went to some. distance; where they made a 
halt-—that he endeavored to persuade them to return— 
they refused——the’ officers. insisted that he should go to 
headquarters to General Gates, and make a representation 
of. their situation—he.went—upon being introduced to 
General. Gates, and introducing. the subject, General 
Gates damned. him for a coward, and ordered that he 
should go into the custody of a guard—that he, Mr. Ly: 
on, insisted on his. rights, as an officer, not to. be.put 
under guard. That the Adjutant General, or an aid of 
General Gates, said something on the subject, and Mr. 
Lyon was finally arrested, tried with the rest of the offi- 
cers, by a coutt mattial, and sentenced to be cashiered 
fromthe Army. . He said the: charge was, that the offi- 
cers, as they themselves could not without disgrace and 
punishment abandon. the. post; had excited the mea to 
ran aways He further said, as it respected himself, that 
the charge and the sentence were unjust. I think Mr. 
Otis asked him if he had. worn a wooden sword. He 
said not. Mr. Champlin, if I am not mistaken, made 
this remark, that if he saw it in poetry, he should con- 
sider it as being a figurative expression for being ca- 
shiered.. Mx. Lyon told us he had. wiped off this staic— 
that-he had held.an office in- the Army, if Ido not mis- 
recollect, of a Paymaster. I think he mentioned, bow- 
ever, that he did not continue long as-a Paymaster, ow- 
ing to some other person having been appointed, with. 
whom he had a dispute about it; yet in. that dispute, 


further. deposed, as follows, to wit: 


viile in the ‘Army, the circumstance of his being. ca- į. 


have had little or no conversation with Mr. Lyon since 
that. time. pe j f oe 


On being interrogated - by one- of the members,’ 


I do not recollect. having mentioned this conversation 


to Mr: Griswold, my colleague, though T have to others, 
not considering it as confidential. MRAR 
Curistorntr G. Cuamrirn, Esq, one of the Repre- 


sentatives from the State of Rhode Island, being duly 
sworn, as aforesaid, on the sixth day. of February, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, depo- 
sed as follows, to wit: i cere 
I have attentively considered. the evidence. given’ to 


the Committee of the Whole, by Mr. Goodrich, and to 


the best of my recollection, it is correct. copie, 


NATHANIEL Carman, Esq, one. of the: memb 
the Senate of the United States, from the St 
Vermont, being duly sworn, -as. aforesaid, | 0) 
sixth day of February, one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-eight; deposed as follows, to wit: 
I do not know that I ever heard any conversi 

presence of Mr. Lyon, relative to his having been 

jered, until the last Summer. ` I had before: heard 

a subject of conversation in Vermont. Soon ‘after 

Lyon returned from the last session of Congress. 

at Rutland; about that time. there appeared 

Weekly. Museum, a parody on. his speech, in the last: 

session of Congress, on the subject of .waiti f 

President with the Address. I. was in. compa 

Mr. Lyon and two or three others, and I askec 

whether he did not, at. the time, expect that wha 

had said, would bring up the subject of a wooden: 

He replied that nothing was there said, which. 

give any one a right to bring up that busi 

had expressed himself guardedly, on. } 

‘anything of that kind; that he had n 10 

thing of his having fought or been a soldier; but 

he had been at his-post, or stood firm at-his post: 
the war. I replied, that amounted to the sam 
to say that a man stood firm at his post, was 

was a soldier. Heimmediately observed, with 

anxiety, that he was not to blame in the affair. f j 

he had been. cashiered. I then repeated to him how the 

circumstances of the affair had been related by a person 
who belonged to the corps; who had said, that in the 

Summer of one thousand seven hundred and seventy- 


six, being stationed somewhere near Onion. river, at 
Jericho, I believe, the officers thought themselves in @ 
very dangerous situation, and : first: suggested. it to the, 
soldiers under their command ; they suggested that: 
(the officers) could not desert the post, without sul 
ing themselves to disgrace. or punishment, but th 
soldiers might mutiny and march off. In that 
officers would not be: obliged +to -tarry witho 
That the soldiers marched. off, and that thi 
lowed them. . Mr. Lyon observed that it: W 
as it related to the commanding officer, an ; 
of the others, and that he had himself opposed, as soos 
as he learned what was intended, any. such proceeding; 
but that he was over-ruled, and ¥ F 
the rest. Mr. Lyon related this. 
than Ihave done; but I su 
nter into a minute. det 
nmstance of his an 
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‘circumstances relating to the trial. He did not mention 
‘the particulars of the sentence of the court martial, nor 
‘did -Fask him. He further said that the next year, (in 
‘the year one thousand seven hundred and seventy-seven) 
‘General St. Clair, who commanded im the Northern 
Department, had reversed the sentence of the court mar- 
“tial... ‘The circumstance, relative to the business, I’ had 
before heard, and therefore made no inquiry of Mr. 
‘Lyon, respecting it, that I recollect... The conversation 
vabove mentioned, with other. similar conversations, 
‘passed. between Colonel: Lyon, myself, and two other 
Judges of the Supreme Court, (a session of which was, 
‘at the time, held at Rutland,) and some gentlemen of 
the bar, at our private quarters, in the cotrse of the 
‘two. or three days which Colonel Lyon then spent at 
Rutland. One evening there was a number. of. people. 
“together ; a Mr. Smith, if I recollect right, was convers- 
‘ng upon the subject, with Mr. Lyon. What occasioned 
‘the observation, I cannot’ say, but Colonel Lyon ob- 
served, that he should take no notice “of anything that 
«should be said upon that subject, referring to the former 
subject of conversation in that part of the country ; but 


Gongress (L-cannot. recollect the precise expression he 
made use of)-should insult him: with: it, or pretend: to 
Mention it to him, it should not pass with impunity—or 
‘pressions conveying the same idea. ; 
being -interrogated .by Matthew Lyon, Esquire, 
er members.of the House, he further deposed : 

ir. Lyon, I take it, has had a Colonel’s commission 
e Militia—tI think in one thousand ‘seven hundred 


ihi 


-one.. It-wasduring the time of a dispute 


‘ion. The neighborhood of Colonel Lyon’s regiment, 
which was Abingdon, where he then lived, was about 
seventy miles from where he was cashiered. He now 
lives, and éver since one thousand seven hundred and 

 eighty-three or one thousand seven hundred and eighty- 
four, has‘lived, about twenty-five or thirty miles: from 
that place, (Ticonderoga.) Militia field officers in Ver- 
mont, Ebelieve, at that time, were appointed by the 
militia of the several regiments. 

-E-did not discover, that my question, with respect. to 
the wooden sword, was taken by Mr. Lyon as an affront, 
Þut Mr: Eyoón discovered an anxiety to clear himself of 
‘censure. i 

onthe conversation I. mentioned above, between Mr. 
Lyon and myself, my expression was: If he did not 
expect that this ridiculous speech in Congress, relative 
to-the Address, would bring up the wooden sword? The 
first-time’ Isaw him was in one thousand seven hundred 
and seventy-five. I didnot then reside-in that country. 
In one. thousand. seven hundred and seventy-nine, I 
mne reside there; and soon became acquainted with 


Lyon, =- : 

-cBeannot say what reasons Mr. Lyon gave for not 
-resenting a mentioning of the wooden sword, in Ver- 
MOM bee 6 ó 

cannot.say whether the story of the wooden sword 
e from a figurative expression, or was literally true. 
heard the: story previous to one thousand seven 
d-and seventy-nine, and before my acquaintance 
yoni deoi. Bi ‘ 
m_and.I-have never been much in habits of 
iendship. If L remember. rightly, I-mention- 
lelphia, the conversation with Mr. Lyon, as 
a company one evening; I cannot say 
tit L believe Mr. Griswold was present. 
fef ha 


ertainty. 


probab 


-in this city, but not out of the house 


that, if anyone at Philadelphia, or if any member of- 


een: Vermont and New York, as to their jurisdic- | 


ve also related the conversation 


which I had with Mr. Lyon at Rutland, more than once: 
where: I reside—. © & 
to my present recollection. : ee i 
Tuomas Sumter, Esq., one ofthe Representatives from 
~. the State of South Carolina, being duly sworn; as’ - 
aforesaid, ‘on the sixth day of February,-one thousand ` 
seven hundred. and ninety-eight, and interrogated by 
several members of the House, answered:upon his 
„said oath, to the interrogatories so put to him, as fol- 
lows, to wit: y S 


Question. Did Mr. Lyon come acróss the House to 
: 


where you were at the fire, immediately ‘after the dis- 
pute, and say that he had twice heard Mr. Griswold use 
the expression respecting the wooden sword? =- 

Answer. Mr. Lyon did come to the fire, on the right 
of the Speaker’s chair, where I was, and say, that lie 
heard Mr. Griswold use the expression ; but that he did 
not then attend to it,:but turned from him;‘and took no 
notice of it; and that Mr. Griswold touched him on the 
arm and repeated it. > wow te oor 

Q. Do you know the precise length of time between 
the termination of the dispute and.Mr. Lyon’s.so còm- 
ing to you and. making the ‘observations, .as before < 
stated ? nae : eee 

A. I do not know the precise time, but: suppose it to 
have been but a short time, from the state of ‘agitation 
in which Mr. -Lyon appeared. rag te ai 

Q. Do you know that he. might not-‘have spoken; to... 
some member, before he'so came to: you at the fire t: 

A. Ido not know that Mr. Lyon had spoken to any 
member between the termination of the depute, andhis ` 
coming tò- the fire. y tn 

Q. Do you know the precise time when the. dispute 
took place ? i EOF 
A.I did not know. anything -of it, till Mr. Lyon 
came to me. Ki ; 


Josera B. Vannum, Esq, one of the Representatives ` 
from. the State of Massachusetts, being duly. sworn, 
as aforesaid, on the seventh day of February, one» 
thousand seven hundred and ‘ninety-eight, deposed 
as follows: : Recor ae 
I do not know the precise time when the fracas took 

place, and cannot therefore exactly tell how long it wa 
before I saw Mr. Lyon. On the day on which the He 
were balloting for managers’ of the impeachmer i 
William Blount, the ballots being collected, andthe te 
lers counting them, I was standing at the fire : 
west part of the House, in company. with other'gentle 
men—the Speaker having left his chair, and -the mei: 
bers generally their seats. Mr. Lyon. came: upto the 
exterior of the ‘circle round the fire, and ~ observed, 
that he imagined there would be a bustle—that-he had 
spit in. Griswold’s face.. I observed to. him that I was 
exceedingly sorry for it; and asked him ‘how.a thing. of 
the kind. could possibly take place... Mr.- Lyon then 
told me the circumstances which he said provoked. him 
to do the act. : Py 

On being interrogated. by Matthew Lyon, Esquire, and - 
other members’ of the House, the said deponent an- 
swered to the interrogatories so put to him,'as fol- 
lows, to wit: . ` : 

Question. Were there any circumstances “which in- 
duced you to believe that Mr. Lyon came to you at € 
fire, immediately after the affray took place? 

Answer. Yes. é j ; 
. Q. Did you hear Mr. Thatcher mention the di 
before you ‘heard it elsewhere? ae 
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ediately: after the affray? 


o believe that Mr. Lyon came to you at: the fire. im- 


“Ay When Mr. Lyon came up to the fire, he appeared 
bein a considerable agitation of mind. The inform- 
on. I first received of ‘the ‘affray having taken place, 
vas from Mr. Lyon. Pretty soon after- Mr Lyon and: 
ad ceased conversation on the subject, some other 
entlemen observed, that. Mr. Griswold had armed him- 
f or had gone out to arm himself; and,shortly after, 
“saw Mr. Griswold come in with a stick. These, with 
e observations which Mr. Lyon made to me at that 
ne, and ‘which the Committee of the Whole have not 
thought proper for me.to relate, were the circumstances 
which induced me to’ believe that Mr. Lyon came to 
ne at the fire immediately after the affray took place? 
Q. Did Mr. Lyon tell. you that he heard Mr. Gris- 


n the course of his defence, before the Committee 
of Privileges; on Thursday, the: Ist-of February: 
Gentlemen of the Committee : 

“After having heard so much about the “ wooden 
word,” ‘an expression, the repetition and application 
of which in an indignant manner has caused you this 
Ee trouble, I hope you'll indulge me with a patient 
hearing tO a short narrative of the circumstance which 
awakens my feelings, and utterly disables me from 
“bearing such reflections.: oe ie ns 
‘After living. ten years:in Connecticut, from my fif- 
teenth to twenty-fifth year, I removed to a new settle- 
ment in Vermont, then called New Hampshire Grants, 
about thirty miles. from ‘Ticonderoga. . On the first at- 
tempt of the British Government to enslave this coun- 


form a minute company,and to-learn military exercise ; 
we made proficiency, and, on the first news of actual 
“warfare, we hastened to join Ethan Allen, in taking 
Ticonderoga, Crown Point, and St. John’s. T contin- 
ued in that service without pay or prospect of jt, until 
the’ Connecticut forces came on to-keep the forts ; when 
- Ereturned home ‘to take care.of my affairs, which. had 
“suffered in my absence. ` In the. same Summer, 1775, 


In (776, after the retreat from Canada, Colonel Seth 
Warnet, being out of employ, applied to the Comman- 
d hief in the Northern department, for some de- 
ferice fórt the frontier of New Hampshire Grants, which 
- became exposed by the retreat of the army. The Gen- 
-aal recommended to the Committee of the New Hamp- 
` shire Grants, of which I was a member, to nominate 
the ‘commissioned officers for six companies, and he 
promised to commission them, and that they should be 
entitled to Continental pay. In one of those compa- 
nies I received a commission as ‘a second lieutenant. I 
set about enlisting my men, and immediately obtained 
my quota, and, at my own expense, marched them to 
the rendezvous at Pitsford, about twenty miles south- 
> east from Ticonderoga, which, by this time, had become 
` head-quarters. . At the rendezvous I found the Captain 
and First Lieutenant of my company had raised no 


dur six companies, had received a commission and or- 
ders from Congress for raising a regiment on the Con- 
5th Con. —33 


“try, I joined with about twenty other young men to |: 


the militia were organized, and I was appointed Adju- 
“tant to my regiment. 0 0 


men, and that there were but two companies, anda} 
part of another, besides mine, raised, and that Colo- f 
nel Warmer, who was expected to have commanded | 


Q. What were the circumstances which induced -you: tinental establishment during the war, and that, in Ris 
‘| endeavors to raise his regiment, the raising of our com- 
| panies was wholly impeded. Finding. the. business 


falling into‘supineness, I applied to the General. to dis- 
charge meand- my men, in order. that I might join 
Warner’s regiment... The General’ at once. agreed to 
discharge and pay me and.my meh,.and ordered mesto 
make up my pay- roll for the: purpose: But, at this 
juncture, application. was made to the General by some 
people who had bought the crops’ of the Whigs, and 
who had removed from Onion river; and he-was iti- 
duced to-order.our party to march to.Jericho, and take 
post at a certain -house on the north ‘side of Onion 
river, at least sixty miles in advance of the army, to- 
wards Canada—from whence the army had retreated, 
and about the same: distance from any body of inhabi- 
tants; and the General, instead of discharging,-ordered 
me to join one of the other companies. aps 
The idea of the: people, and of the: Committee of the 
New. Hampshire Grants, was: that these six companies, 
if they had all been raised; would have been stationed 
somewhere near Middlebury, which is:-opposite Crown 
Point, and. about twelve miles: east therefr ny, 2 ii 
forty miles southward of the’ places: ap 
General. See ene A 
The commanding officer wro e 
senting the situation of the country, and 
bility of our being of any service at Onion river, a 
the well affected people were moved away. “This letter 
was either neglected or answered with a fresh order for 
marching. ‘The order was. obeyed; but the sold 
considered themselves sacrificed to the interest of th 
persons who bought the crops for a trifle, and ‘wal 
to get our party there to eat them at the public ex] 
I opposed those murniurs with’ all the a 
power. ee ee ea a 
I used frequently to urge with them, that the 
lute government of the army must be with the Gej 
he could not: be omniscient, and we ought’ 
with cheerfulness and hope for the best. In 
tion our little garrison, ‘which -contait 
men, besides invalids, were. 
taking some persons from a hot 
Consternation prevailed. 
volunteers, and with. abou ity men 
house where the prisoners had been 
thence took a circuit in the woods round the g 
in order to see if there were any party or app 
of the enemy. Finding none, I returned 
leave to take about five and twenty of. 
and ‘pursue the enemy towards the L 
supposed they had gone. I had proceeded about two 
miles, when two runners from the commanding officer 
brought me positive orders-to return, with intelligence 
that a subaltern officer had returned from a scout to 
Lake Champlain, about twelve miles distant, wher 
saw five or six hundred Indians. i 
On my return, I found the soldiers more then. ever 
anxious about their situation. They complained. bit- 
terly of the orders which bound them to the north side 


te'to the General, re 


the impo; 
as 


log house and a! 
‘after a battle, if we should find th 
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the enemy that night. Being fatigued, and off duty, I 
had. laid down to rest, with my fuzee in my- arms. 
-About nine ‘o’clock in the evening, I heard a violent 
-bustle, with a cry of.“ Turn out! turnout!” I turned 
out, and inquired where the enemy were discovered ? 
and was answered, “No where.” The soldiers were 
paraded, and I found by what was said by the sergeants 
that they were about to mareh off and cross the river. 
I expostulated with them, long and earnestly, pointing 
‘out the dishonor which such an action would reflect on 
-their country. I urged them to stay the event of a 
battle; and T spoke the truth when I assured them that 
I preferred death in battle to the dishonor of quitting 
-gur post. f 7 ci 
© All entreaties were ineffectual; they declared they 
-had been abused—there was no chance for their lives 
‘there, and they marched off for the south side of the 
river. A sergeant returned with some soldiers, and 
galled upon the officers to cross the river. As they 
were going to take the canoe to the other side, they in- 
sisted on our: going, and threatened violence if we. re- 
fused. The other officers, which were two Captains 
one Lieutenant, seemed willing.to go, and I did 
10t think it my duty to resist alone. 
“In the morning, the soldiers offered to return to sub- 
ordination, if the commanding officer would lead them 
to a small block fort at Newhaven, about thirty miles 
o the southward. The:officers held a consultation ;— 
this I refused to do anything but go back to the 
station we were. ordered to maintain. We were at 
ace joined by a Lieutenant and a few men, 
i gone to the mill near Crown Point to get 
wheat ground, and I was sent express to head-quar- 
ters, to carry letters and inform the General of what 
had happened; but some of the wheat speculators had 
arrived before me, and so exasperated the General 
that, when I arrived, he was enraged to the highest 
pitch: he swore we should all be hanged, and ordered 
me under arrest. Within a few days, the other offi- 
cers and some of the soldiers were brought into head- 
quarters. We had a trial, by a. court martial, ap- 
pointed by the exasperated General, who now swore- 
we should all be broke. I proved every thing with 


which it has slept ‘in oblivion, until party rage and 
party newspapers tore open the wound in my breast. 
To pursue the narrative: General St. Clair, who 
presided at the Court Martial, which condemned me, 
in the Summer succeeding that misfortune, recom- 
mended me to Gen. Schuyler, informing him (as Tsup- 
posed) of my ill usage and of my subsequent services, 
and obtained for me a commission of Paymaster to a 
Continental regiment commanded by Colonel Seth 
Warner, which commission entitled me to the rank of 
Captain. In this I was again unfortunately led into 
trouble, as the officers of the regiment had, previous to 
my appointment, petitioned Congress for the testora- 


tion of the former Paymaster, who had been cashiered, © 


and was the son of a Congressman of Connecticut. $ 

Notwithstanding the coldness this created towards . ° 
me, and the consequent bickerings, no officer ever 
thought. proper to mention to me the unhappy affair of 
the preceding Summer. In this regiment I served at 
the capture of Burgoyne; and the succeeding Spring, 
when my family could return to my-plantation, from 
which Burgoyne’s invasion had. drove them, at the so- 
licitation of Governor Chittenden, and many other 
friends, I resigned at a time when the officers of the 
regiment, almost all, had. become reconciled, and wished 
my stay. Immediately on my resignation I was ap- 
pointed Captain in the militia, and to several civil 
offices under the authority of the State of Vermont, |: 
which had newly formed a constitution and set up `: 
government. ? i 

In the year 1778, I was appointed a member of the 
Legislature, in which station I served my country ever 
since, save two years, until my appointment to Con- ` 
gress. I held a-station in the militia, until the com- 
mand of the regiment I lived in, with a full Colonel’s 
commission, was given to me. I moved to where I 
now reside about the close of the war, and I have had 
no concern with military matters, nor been a candidate ` 
for any military appointment since. ae 

Thus circumstanced, gentlemen of the committee, I 
must appeal to your own feelings, whether it belonged. 
to me to receive with impunity the aggravated insult 
offered me by that young gentleman, Mr. Griswold. 


respect to myself that is here stated, (the persons are | The station I now hold points out to you the propriety 
yet alive by whom I proved it, and are ready to |of giving fall credit to the plain story I now tell you, 
repeat it,) notwithstanding which, I was included in | especially as it is corroborated by evidence. The proper 
the general sentence of cashiering; nor did even the | testimony to support this narrative I will procure and 


Lieutenant who was absent at the mill escape the 
awful condemnation. The soldicrs were sentenced to 
corporeal punishment, but, on General Carlton’s eom- 
ing down to attack Ticonderoga, they were liberated. 
“Phe mortification of being cashiered, and that very | 
andeservedly, without any other aggravation, was, Í j 
believe, quite to the extent of my power to bear; hed 
any indignant ceremony been to be performed, they 
would not have had my company at it, as the imple- 
ments of death were in my power. 

The General sent for us to his own house, and there, 
in a mild manner, communicated to us the sentence— 
no one present I believe but his aid; and we took our 
own time and manner of quitting Ticonderoga. I 
have always understood he reversed the sentence. 
| Perhaps my spirit would not have been able to have 
borne up under this affliction had not all my acquaint- 
ances acquitted me of every color of misbehaviour ; nor 
did the bitterest enemy ever seriously, between he and 
tae, before the present insult, call my courage or my 
conduct in that instance in question. Twenty-one 
fears have elapsed since the unfortuuate affair, during 


lay before the public as soon as the situation of the evi- 
dences will admit. 

I shall conclude with. making some observations on 
the testimony, all of which corroborates that I was stand- 
ing without the bar conversing with the Speaker, who 
sat on an. outside chair; the subject I believe it is ap- 
parent was Mr. Nicholas’s motion. . I did not like the 
opposition given to it by the Connecticut members. I 
insisted they did not act according to the sense and un- 
derstanding of the people of that State. This led to 
saying many other things; though my discourse was 
directed to the Speaker, it appears I had the wit and 
raillery of five or six gentlemen from New York and 
Connecticut to withstand and reply to; it appears that 
I supported it with good humor. 

It appears, also, by the testimony, that Mr. Griswold, 
in Mr. Harper’s seat, gave me a most cutting insult. 
The Speaker, who I was in conversation with, heard it as 
well as some others; they testify that I did not ap- 
pear to hear it. Why not hear it as well as they? 
For no other reason than to keep up the prevailing 
good humor. 
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But: Mr: Griswold. not satisfied with the insult al- | 
ready given; says to one of the witnesses, “He does | 
not heat me,” and removes and intrudes himself to my | 
side, pulls me by the arm. to call. my attention, and then | 
more. particularly and more deliberately repeats the-in- | 
sult, Knowing it to be the most. provoking abuse. that | 
one gentleman could possibly offer another. f | 

‘Under all these circumstances, I cannot but en-} 
tertain the fullest assurance that I stand justified for | 
the repulse of that deliberate insult offered me by Mr. | 
Griswold, in the view of the Committee of the House | 
` of Representatives, and of every man of honor or feel- 
ing who shall ever hear the story. _ < 


. ©. Tuespay, February 13. 
A message was received from the Senate, in- | 
forming the House that they had passed a bill for 
©- the sale:of lands in the Northwestern Territory ; | 
and that they: had also passed the bill for the relief 
of. the refugees from. Canada and Nova Scotia, | 
with.amendments. . - 
«Mr. Corr reported. a bill in addition to an act 
for promoting the progress of the useful. arts; | 
which was committed for Monday next. 

“The SpeageR laid -before the : Housea letter 
which had been’ received by the Clerk from the 
Legislature of the State of Virginia, enclosing an j 
authorized copy of their agreement to the amend- 
ment proposed to the Constitution respecting the 
suability of States. Ordered to lie on the table. 


_ FOREIGN CONSULS. 


Mr. Otis, from the committee to whom was 
teferred that part of the President’s Speech which 
has relation to foreign Consuls, directed him to 
ask leave to be discharged from the consideration 
of that subject, in order that it might be referred | 
to the Committee of the Whole, to whom has 
been referred the bill providing for the expenses 
of Government for the year 1798, as an item could į 
be introduced into that bill without going through 
the formalities of a bill for that purpose. 

This motion.was opposed by Messrs. GALLATIN 
and Nicwouas, as they were not certain that the | 
expenses alluded to were authorizéd by law; and 
-if they were not, it would be proper to authorize 
the expenses before. they appropriated money to 
pay them. 

.. The motion was put and negatived—37 to 33. 
EXECUTIVE CONTINGENT FUND. 


The following Méssage was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of. the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
¿© In obedience to the law, I now present to both Houses 
of Congress my annual account of expenditures from 
the contingent fund during the year 1797, by which it 
appears that, on the first day of January last, there re- 
mained in the Treasury a balance of fifteen thousand 
four hundred. and ninety-four dollars and twenty-four 
cents, subject to future dispositions of Government. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrrep Srares, February 12, 1798. 


The Message and statement were ordered to lie 
on the table. 


APPROPRIATIONS. FOR 1798. 

The Speaker said;.the business first in order 
was the unfinished business of the bill providing 
for our intercourse with foreign nations." 

Mr. GaLLatin moyed to postpone the unfinished 
business, for the purpose of taking up the bill ma- 
king appropriations for the support of Government 
for the year 1798, as Government was at pres 
drawing money by way of anticipation. . The 
was also a report of the Committee of Claims, on 
the subject of excepting certain claims from i 
operation of the limitation act, which he tho 
it. would be well soon. to act upon, as the del: f 
it might. induce speculations. which it would-be 
better to prevent. : Oe es 

After some few objections toa postponeme 
the unfinished business, it was at length agr £ 
postpone it for the purpose of taking up the appro- 
priation, bill. 5 Oe 

The. House accordingly .resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the bill appropriating 
for the support of Government for the year 1798 
(Mr. Dent in the Chair ;) and after having agreed 
to the various items therein contained, with little — 
or no debate, the committee rose, and the H 
concurred in the amendments which had 
agreed to in the Committee of the Whole, an 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
ing. 


QUAKERS’ MEMORIAL. 


Mr. Sirereaves hoped the House.would go inte 
a Committee of the. Whole on the report of a select 
committee on the memorial of the people called 
Quakers. oe 

Mr. Rurtepes wished this subject might. be 
deferred till to-morrow, as he thought it would be 
proper to introduce an amendment into the report, 
which he was notat that time prepared to make. ° 

Mr. SireReaves consented. canine 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Corr thought it was desirable to introduce 
an amendment to the standing rules and orders of 
the House. For this purpose, he proposed tlie fol- 
lowing resolution: : 

« Resolved, That the following be added to the stand- 
ing rules and orders of this House: ‘ That no question 
shall be taken up for reconsideration when there. shall 
be a smaller number of members present than were 
present when the original vote was passed.’” 


Agreed to, and referred to a committee of five 
members. : 
OLIVER POLLOCK. 

Mr. D. Fosrer called for the order of the.day 
on the bill for the relief of Oliver Pollock ; which, 
being agreed to, + 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on this bill, and, after some debate, it 
was negatived—35 to 24. 

The committee rose, when a motion was made 
to postpone the further consideration of this bill; 
which motion not appearing to be very accepta- 
ble, another motion was made to adjourn, which 
was carried by the casting vote of the Sppager—- 
there being 37 to 37. 


Wepyespay, Febraary 14. 

The bill making appropriations for the. support 
of Government for the year 1798, and for other 
purposes, was read the third time and passed. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill for 
the relief of the refugees from Canada and Nova 
Scotia were taken up and referred to a select com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Oris, from the committee to whom was 
referred that part of the Speech of the President of 
the United States which relates to the reimburse- 
ment of certain advances made by Consuls in for- 
eign countries, made a report, stating that it was 
supposed $30,000 would be sufficient for this object, 
and recommended the adoption of a resolution for 
effecting the measure, which was committed for 
Friday. 

Mr. Harren, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, who had been instructed to Inquire whe- 
ther any and what alterations are necessary in the 
law respecting the entry of stills, was directed to 
make a report on the subject. The report was 
accomipanied by a bill making an alteration in the 
manner of making the entry of stills, by doing 
away with the annual entry after the ist of July | 
next, and requiring, that after a still has been once | 
entered, it shall be again entered only in case of | 
removal. This report and bill were committed į 
for Monday. 

Mr. Harper, from the same committee,to whom 
it had been referred to ingaire whether any and | 
what alterations are necessary in the act laying a 
duty on stamped vellum, parchment, and paper, 
was directed to make a further report, recommend- į 
ing that a deduction of 74 per cent. should be 
allowed to all purchasers of stamps (except col- ; 
lectors of revenue) above the value of twenty | 
dollars, and that a certain deduction should. be | 
retained hy the collectors of the impost duty, from 
drawbacks on goods exported, instead of the stamp | 
duty proposed to be laid, which it was stated would į 
fall very unequally. according to the scale pro- 
posed inthe law. A bill was reported, at the same 
time, making these alterations inthe law. The 
report and bill were committed for Monday. 

Mr. Harper proposed to add the following 
regulation to the standing rules and orders of the 
House, viz: 

“ Resolved, That the standing rules and orders of the | 
House be amended by inserting after the rules respect- 
ing motions for adjournment, ‘ Provided, that no motion 
for adjournment shall be received, except by unanimous | 
consent, whilst any other motion is pending.’”’ f 


Ordered to lie on the table. 

The bill from the Senate for the sale of land 
between the Great and Little Miami, in the terri- 
tory northwest of the river Ohio, was also taken 
up and committed for Monday. . 

Mr. NicHo.as wished, as in some degree con- i 
nected with this subject, to present a petition from 
a number of persons settled near the mouth of the 
Kentucky river, who wished to purchase the 
same, which would be proper to be referred to the 
same committee. He wished also to move an 
instruction to the committee, to inquire what pro- 
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ress has been made in carrying the act into effect 
or the sale of land northwest of the river Ohio, 
and whether any amendments are necessary in 
the said act, particularly as to the price of the 
land. He believed there was little probability of 
the land selling at the price which had been 
fixed, and persons who might become purchasers 
if the price was reasonable, were now moving off 
to the Spanish Territory. He thought. it would 
be well to prevent this, and therefore moved this 
instruction. It was agreed to. 


QUAKERS’ MEMORIAL. 


Mr. Sirereaves moved the order of the day 
on the report of a select committee on the memo- 
rial of the people called Quakers; which motion 
being agreed to, the House went into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the subject, Mr. Dentin the 
Chair. The report having been read as follows: 


« That, inasmuch as the said memorial and address 
presents, in general terms only, certain subjects to the 
consideration of the Legislature, without containing 
any definite state of facts, or any specific application 
for its interposition, the memorialists were desired to 
exhibit a particular view of the grievances of which 
they complained, in order that the attention of the 
House might be directed to precise objects, and that it 
might be better discerned whether the complaints of 
the memorialists were of a nature to justify Legisla- 
tive interference : : 

“ That, in consequence of this request, the memo- 
rialists laid before the committee the representation and 
documents which accompany this report : 

“That, on the subject of this representation, the 
memorialists were invited to confer with the committee, 
and were solicited to suggest the remedy which they 


| conceived it to be in the power of Congress to apply to 


the case, as stated by them : 

«“ That the committee, after several conferences. with 
the memorislists, and an attentive consideration of the 
subject, are very clearly of opinion that the facts dis- 
closed in the said representation are exclusively of judi- 
cial cognizance; and that it is not competent to the 
Legislative authority of Congress to do any act in rela- 
tion to the matter thereof : i j 

«“ Wherefore the committee recommend the following 
resolution : 

“ Resnlved, That the memoriaiists have leave to 
withdraw the said memorial and address.” 

Mr. Tuarcuer could not say that he was perfect- 
ly satisfied with the report of the committee in all 
its parts. He wished the business disposed of with- 
out coming to any decisive resolution upon it, so.as 
either to approve or disapprove of it, He was not 
ready to say that the facts disclosed in that memo- 
rial were exclusively of judicial coguizance, and 
that the Legislature of the Union was incompetent 
to do anything in it. It might, however, be true, but 
it was not clear to him. He would rather that 
the subject should not now be acted upon: he 
would, therefore, propose an amendment to the 
report, which might conclude the business with- 
out coming to any resolution upon it, which had 
been the course heretofore taken with similar 
applications. He moved, therefore, to strike out 
the resolution giving the petitioners leave to with- 
draw their petition ; and if his motion was agreed 
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to. 
the House would not act further upon 
present. © 

Mr. Ruviever said, he,-as well as the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, was dissatisfied with 
the réport of the select committee. 
the report ought to have stated that the peace of 
-> certain States inthe Union had been much dis- 
< -turbed by applications of this kind. He had pre- 
“pared a resolution to this effect, which he would 
‘yead in his place: It was-as follows: 


he should wish the committee to rise, and that 
it at 


«Resolved, That part of the memorial of the people | 


éalled Quakers lias a tendency to disturb the tranquillity 


“ef some of the States of the Union; that this House 


is not compétent to act upon it, and therefore they have 
eave to withdraw their memorial.” 


There could be little difference of. opinion.on 
the assertion that the internal tranquillity of seve- 
ral States had been disturbed. by these applica- 
tions ; and he believed there would be no difficulty 
in obtaining a majority of the House to declare it; 
as if the Representatives of three or four States 
were to rise and declare the fact,it must have 
sufficient weight to carry a declaration of this 
‘kind. He had; however, mentioned:the matter to 
some. of his friends, and found it. was not very 
“agreeable to them, as they wished to get rid of 
the business without debate. -But if the present 
motion were to obtain, he should. afterwards 
-pring forward this resolution. 

The Cuainman declared the motion. of the gen- 

theman. from Massachusetts out of order. 
‘The question on the resolution, as reported, was 
put and carried, there being 74 votes in the affirm- 
ative, The committee then rose, and the House 
concurred in the report. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. ` 


On motion of Mr. Tuarcuer, the House went 
into‘a Committee of the Whole on the bill grant- 
ing the right of franking to the Attorney General. 
-a Mr: Harper moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing, “and the officer commanding the troops of 
-the United States,” which was agreed to. 

-`The committee rose, the House agreed to the 
amendment, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


RELIEF OF WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 


On motion of Mr. Greca, the. House went into 
a Committee of the Whole on the. report of the 
Committee of Claims on the subject of making 


provision for the widows and orphan children of | 


the officers of the Army of the United States, who 
were killed in an action with the Indians, in the 
territory northwest of the Ohio, on the 4th of 
November, 1791. The report was favorable. 
- Mr. Davis moved to amend the report by add- 
ing “militia officers.” He thought it was only 
reasonable that an allowance should be made to 
the widows and orphans of militia officers, as well 
as to those of the officers of the Army. ‘The Ken- 
tucky militia were out on that expedition, and 
several officers were killed. ; 
Mr. D. Foster. proposed to make the provision 
general, and to go back to the 4th of March, 1789. 


| . Some objections were urged to this amendment, 
| as it was apprehended, from’ its comprehensive- 
| ness, it might endanger the passage of the bill, as 
| the Senate had rejected a former bill of this kind. 
| The committee rose without coming to any deci- 


He thought | sion, and had leave to sit again. 


Tuorspay, February 15. 


. FRACAS IN THE. HOUSE. * 
[About a quarter past eleven o’clock, after 
prayers, whilst the Speaker was in his Chair, 
and many members in their places, but before: the 
House: had been called to order, and before the 
Journal had been read, Mr..Griswoup entered the 
House, and observing Mr. Lyon in his pann (who 
was writing) he went up to him with a pretty 
strong walking stick. in his hand, with which he 
immediately. began to beat him with. great vio- 
lence. Mr: G.’s approach was. observed. by Mr. 
Lyon, but before he could get from behind his 
desk he had received some severe blows. As soon 
as he got on the floor of the House he endeavored 
to lay hold of Mr. G. (having no stick or weapon 
in his hand) but he was prevented. from doing so 
by Mr. G's falling back, and the continual blows 
with which he was assailed. At length getting 
behind the Speaker’s chair, Mr. L. snatched. u 
the tongs from the fire; the combatants then closed 
and came down together upon the floor, Mr. G. 
The members in the House, 
o look on with amaz 


( 
the ag 


by a great part of the House, a mo i 
journment was made and carried. It will be seen 
that no notice was taken of this proceeding in th 
course of the sitting.] - 
The bill granting the right of franking letters to 
the Attorney General and -the officer command- 
ing the troops of the United States, was read the 
third time and passed. sos 
The House again resolved itself into a Gom- 
mittee of the Whole on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, on the subject of extending the 
provisions allowed to the widows and orphans of 
certain officers of the Army of the United States, 
to the widows and orphans of those who were 
killed in action with the Indians in the Territory 
northwest of the Ohio, onthe 4th of November, 
1791; when the proposition made yesterday for 


| 


i 
| 
| 
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extending the provision to the widows and or- 
phans of all officers who have died in-the service, | 
which are not at present provided for, was agreed | 
to. ! 

The committee rose, the. House concurred in | 
the amendment, and the Committee of Claims i 
was directed to bring in a bill accordingly. i 


Mr. Livineston said, the delegates from the | 


State of New York had received instructions | 
from the Legislature of that State, to use their en- | 


deavors to get removed a difficulty which existed | 


The motion for adjournment was persisted in, 
and negatived, there being only 23 votes: in favor 
of it. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. Dawson then proposed a resolution to the 
following effect, which he wished to be referred to 
the committee appointed to consider upon the 
propriety of making certain amendments in the 
Standing Rules and Orders of the House: 

“ Resolved, That the Standing Rules and Orders of 


in a suit now pending, in which there was a this House be amended, by adding to them a provision, 


clashing of jurisdiction between.the States of, 
New York and Connecticut. In order to remove | 
this difficulty, and others of a similar nature, in | 
future, he proposed a resolution to the following | 
effect: i 
“ Resolved, That provision ought to be made, by law, | 
allowing the trial of all cases in which one or more | 
States may be interested, by a jury to be taken from a | 
State not interested in such suit or suits.” | 
Which was ordered to lie on the table. i 
The Speaker announced that the unfinished | 
business of the bill providing the means of foreign | 
intercourse, was first in order. i 
Mr. Dent moved to postpone the consideration | 
of that subject until Monday, as, from the ap- | 
pomer of the House, he did not think it would | 
e proper to go into so important a subject at, 
present. i 
After a few other observations, the question for | 
postponement was carried 44 to 34. i 
r. Livinesron, from the Committe of Com- | 
merce and Manufactures. reported a bill for the | 
relief of Sylvanus Crowell; which was commit. | 
ted for Monday. 
The same gentleman, from the same commit- | 
tee, also made a report on the petitions of Reuben | 
Smith and Nathan Strong, who pray to be allow- | 
ed the bounty and drawback on a qnantity of beef, | 
pork, and cotton goods exported, which had been | 
regularly inspected. but, upon the exportation of ' 
which, the necessary bond had not been given, | 
nor the oath prescribed taken. i 
The committee state that this neglect does not | 
appear to have taken place from any improper ` 
motive, and. therefore, recommend that the re- | 
lief prayed for may be granted. Committed for | 
Monday. ; 


RELIEF OF AMERICAN SEAMEN. 
_ On motion of Mr. Livineston, the House went | 
into a Committee of the Whole on the bill in ad- | 
dition to the act for the relief and protection of | 
American seamen ; when, after Mr. L. had intro- | 


: on a former occasion on this subject. 
! believed neither the dignity, the honor, or peace of 


that persons attending this House to take down its de- 
bates and proceedings, for the purpose of publication, 
shall be permitted to take their places within the bar 
of the House.” 


The SPEAKER said, he would state to the House 
that this was now the case, except as to one per- 


son, who had abused the privilege, and insulted 


the Speaker of the House. 
The resolution was ordered to lie upon the 
table. 


Faipay, February 16. 
CASE OF GRISWOLD AND LYON. 


Immediately upon the Journals having been 
read, : 
Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, rose and proposed the 
following resolution for the adoption of the 
House: 

& Resolved, That Roger Griswold and Matthew Lyon, 
members of this House, for violent and disorderly be- 
haviour committed in the House, be expelled there~ 

” 

Mr. Nicuotas hoped the resolution would be 
permitted to lie on the table. ; 

Mr. Davis saw no reason for delaying a decis- 
ion upon this resolution. He thought the conduct 
of these gentlemen had been so. grossly violent, 
and so notorious to most of the members of the 
House, that there need be no hesitation in deciding 
upon it. If gentlemen wished, however, to take 
the same course which had been adopted on a 
former occasion, he should not object to it, though 
he thought it unnecessary. It was needless, now 
to say anything as to the necessity of preserving 
the dignity and honor of that House; enough had 
already been said, and he thought pertinently said, 
And as he 


that House could be preserved whilst these mem- 
bers remained in it, he hoped the House would be 
unanimous in voting their expulsion. 

Mr. Tuarcuer did not see why the innocent 


duced an amendment, requiring masters of vessels | should be punished with the guilty. The gentle- 
to give bond to bring back, or give a due account man who brought forward this proposition, he 
of all the sailors they take out on their voyages, | supposed, did not wish this. From what he saw 
the committee rose; but some objections being of the affray, he did not think Mr. Lyon deserved 
offered to this amendment in the House, the con- | to be punished for the part he acted. He certain- 
sideration of it was postponed, and it was ordered | ly received a severe beating, but he appeared to 
to_be printed. | be passive from the beginning to the end ; and he 

Mr. D. Foster then moved to adjourn. | did not think Mr. Lyon ought to be expelled be- 

Mr. Dawson wished the motion for adjourn- | cause he was beaten. As to any investigation of 
ment to be withdrawn until he offered a resolp- | what happened yesterday, he did not think it ne- 
tion to the House. | cessary, as most of the members of that House 


-1087 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS: 


1038 


Fesrvuary, 1798} 


Case of Griswold and Lyon. 


[H. or R.. 


were eye-witnesses to the fact. But the gentle- 


man said there. would be no peace until these 
members were expelled. He did not. know from 
what he drew his. conclusions. What was 
done yesterday was done. before the House 
was in session; and it had already been. deter- 
mined that acts of violence committed without 
the bar, during a session of the House, are not 
causes of expulsion. He did not know, therefore, 
how gentlemen would support the doctrine that a 
member ought to be expelled for an act of vio- 
lence done before the House was in session. It 
might be necessary, however, to investigate other 
facts connected with these. 


Mr. J. Parxer seconded the motion for the ex- | 


pulsion of these members, because he believed there 
would be no peace in the House until they were 
expelled. He was sorry the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts should have said he saw nothing: but 
what was passive on the part of Mr. Lyon. He 
himself saw more, and that gentleman must have 
seen it if he had his eyes about him. . He said, that 
after the offending members had been separated 
Mr. Lyon met Mr. Griswoup without the bar of 


the House and began to belabor him with his | 


cane, when they were again separated. The attack 
of. yesterday, Mr P. said, at a time when the 
House ought to have been in session though it had 
not come to order, would fix an indelible stain 
upon it; and if these members were not expelled, 
no member could consider himself as safe in his 
seat. Such-.a transaction would. certainly lower 
that House in the estimation of their. constituents. 
He had even heard this morning, as he came to the 
Hall, persons in the street call out, “ Thereis nothing 
to do in Congress to-day—there’s no fighting going 
on!” In order. to get rid of these reproaches, he 
hoped all parties would unite in expelling these 
members. If their constituents chose to send them 
back, he hoped:no member would associate with 
or take notice of them. And ifa vote of expulsion 
should be agreed upon, he would afterwards move 
to expuoge from the Journals all the entries rela- 
tive to these disgraceful proceedings. 

Mr. Nicgozas wished the motion to lie upon 


the table for the present, because he was not him- | 


self prepared to decide upon the subject; he wished, 
also, that whenever the motion was taken up, gen- 
tlemen might come with their. minds determined 
upon it, so that a long debate might not be neces- 
sary. He therefore moved to postpone the con- 
sideration of this resolution to Monday. 

Mr. Gorpon wished to know what part of the 
resolution the gentleman from Virginia was not 
ready to act upon ? 

Mr. Nicnouas did not understand the drift of 
the gentleman’s question. If he meant to ask 
whether he (Mr. N.) disapproved of the vote which 
he had already given, he would answer him he 
did not. 

Mr. J. Wiuiams said he should approve of the 
motion for postponement, if it were made for to- 
morrow, instead of Monday; and he hoped the 
business would not only be taken up to-morrow, 
but be concluded before they rose. -He had sat 
with great patience during the late debate, but he 


should be opposed to going into any further length 
proceedings on so disagreeable a subject, whic 
would prevent them from doing the business of the 
nation, for which. they were sent. : 
|- Mr. Nicnoras had no objection to make the 
| question the order for to-morrow, if the House 
met. 

Mr. Tuarcuer observed, that he had before said 
that he had seen nothing on the part of Mr. Lyon, 
in the affray of yesterday, which ought to subject 
him to expulsion; but the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Parker) said, that if he (Mr. T.) had 

had his eyes about him, he might have seen some- 
| thing for which he ought to be expelled. If, in- 
deed, he had eyes behind he might have seen what 
he alluded to; but this not being the case, he did 
not see it. As far as the business respects Mr. 
Lyon, some inquiry might be necessary, as all 
| he saw was, that Mr. Lyon suffered much, with- 
out any Offence on his-part.. He thought, therefore, 
the business should. be gone into, as on a former 
occasion, and that they ought to examine the sub- 
ject with candor, and then they should doubtless: 
decide upon it with propriety. l 

Mr. Srrerraves was against the postponement, 
in order that a: different course might be taken. 
He knew nothing in this case which distinguished 
it from a laté case, and therefore could not see: 
why the same. course ought not to be pursued as 
was then pursued. He should therefore vote 
against a postponement, in order that the resolu- 
tion might be referred to the Committee of Privi- 
leges. : 

“Mr. Harrer inquired whether such a motion 
would not supersede a motion for postponement. ` 

The Speaker said, it would. a 

Mr. Harrer then made the motions 

Mr. GaLLaTIN asked whether he understood the 
Spraxer rightly, that a motion for a reference to 
a committee superseded a motion for postpone-- 
| ment? 

The Speaker said, it did. 

Mr. Nicuouas asked whether it would not then 
‘be in order to postpone the consideration of the 
| subject? 

The Speaker answered, it would. 

Mr. Nicucuas renewed the motion for a post- 
i ponement till to-morrow. : 
| Mr. Harrer, believing that it would be proper 
| to refer this resolution to a committee, as before, 
| especially as some of the facts did not pass within 
| the view of the House, he should vote against the 
| postponement—not because he wished to avoid a 
! yote on the question ; for, if it should be the opin- 
ion of the House that it ought not to go to a com- 
| mittee, he was perfectly ready to give a vote upon 
ithe question; but he thought it better that the 
| business should have this course. With respect 
| to any discussion being necessary upon this subject, 
| he perhaps might think it necessary to make some 
| observations upon it, when the question came be- 
| fore the House for decision; for, though some 
| gentlemen might be endued with the happy faculty 
| of doing everything in an instant, he could not 
` boast of possessing that faculty. But, even if he 
| were not desirous of discussion for his own infor- 
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mation, he wished it for the information of the have been best’ for witnesses to have delivered 
public; and, notwithstanding all that the House | their evidence in writing. He hoped’ that course 
had heard about a waste of public money and pub- would now be taken, and then there would-be no 
lic time, he believed they should best serve the’ difficulty in reporting it to the House; and if it 


public by suffering the business to-take the usual } 
course. : j 
The motion for a postponement was put and. 
negatived. 
Mr. SireReaves then moved that the resolution | 
be referred to the Committee of Privileges. 
‘Mr. Harper moved that the committee have , 
leave to sit during the session of the House. : 
Mr. Tuarcuer thought, as it was probable a! 
number of members might be wanted to give evi- | 
dence, the House had better adjourn, as on a former 
oceasion, as it would not be proper to go on with! 
business when so many members were absent. — | 
Mr. T. Cuatrsorne hoped leave would not be | 
granted for the committee to sit- immediately. | 
He wished them coolly to deliberate upon the bu- 
siness, which they could scarcely be expected to do, 


when their passions: were so strongly affected as | 


they must be at present. 


should be found necessary, in-order to elucidate 


| any part of it, to put any questions to the witnesses 


in the House, the business would be greatly facil- 


: itated and shortened by the evidence being re- 


ported. ; 
The question was put and carried. 


ENCOURAGEMENT TO COTTON GOODS, 


Mr. Livineston said he wished to propose a 
resolution for the adoption of the House, which. 
had in view the encouragement of a manufacture 
which was much increasing in the United States,: 
and might become of considerable national impor- 
tance. It was to the following effect: 


“ Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
| Manufactures be instructed to inquire whether any pro- 
| Vision be expedient for encouraging the printing: of 
| white cotton goods, in the United States, and report 
| their opinion thereon to the House.” 


The question for leave to sit during the session | The resolution was agreed to. 
was put and carried—46 to 36. i f STATE JURISDICTION. 


Mr. Harper moved that the committee be in-/ wry. Livixasron called up for consideration the 
structed to report to the House the evidence in | resolution, which he yesterday laid upon the table 
writing, upon which they shall found their report. | on the subject of the clashing jurisdiction of 

Mr. Kirrera thought the facts were so notori- | States ; when it was determined to be referred to 
ous that there was no necessity for this instruction. | e committee of seven ‘members: È i 

Mr. Harper said if his friend from Pennsylva- | 
nia could say that every body would be satisfied | COLLECTION OF DUTIES. 
with the report of the committee without the evi-; Mr. S. Smrra said that a letter and report of the: 
dence, he would not insist upon this motion. But! Secretary of the Treasury, on the subject of regu- 
if the evidence was not reported, how could he! lating the collection of the duties arising from im-* 
say that all the witnesses might not again be called | post and tonnage, had been referred to the Com- 
before the House? It was his wish to prevent, mittee of Commerce and Manufactures; but as 
this. . | it was necessary to obtain local information from 

Mr. J. Wititams said there was a considerable ' parts of the Union from whence none of the mem- 
difference between this transaction and the one | bers of the committee came. they wished, for this: 
lately under consideration. He thought in this! particular purpose, to have some members added, 
case it would probably save much trouble to re- | so that they might have the benefit of a member 
port the evidence. | from every State in the Union. ee 

Mr. Brooxs said it must be recollected that the! After a few observations, it was agreed that the 
gentleman from Virginia was not satisfied with Committee of Commerceand Manufactures should 
the former report. He wished to hear the wit-. be discharged from the further consideration of 
nesses themselves; and if the evidence was to be this subject, and that it should be referred toa 
reported, he did not suppose it would be satis- ` committee of sixteen members. 


factory. l CASE OF GRISWOLD AND LYON. 


Mr. NıcmoLas seconded the motion, because it | : f ; 
would be likely to. shorten the business; but if,, Mr. Orts believed that something further was 


when the testimony came to be reported, there! necessary to be done in respect to the unfortunate 
was any obscurity in it, he should feel it necessary | business, which had already engaged the attention 
to ask the witnesses questions by way of elucida- of the House. From what had happened in the 
tion, as every man who was called upon as a View of the House, it appears that the parties are 
judge, should be in full possession of every fact in the habit of conflicting with each other ;. and 
relative to the subject. | except they are restrained by some authority 
Mr. Brooxs said the gentleman who had just; which shall be sufficiently imposing upon them, 
sat down, would have no difficulty in pointing: further violence may be expected. In order, 
out some obscurity, in order to furnish an apology | therefore, to secure this House from future vio- 
for rehearing of the witnesses, | lations of its dignity and order, he proposed the 
Mr. Krrrera said if to report the evidence would | following resolution for adoption : 
prevent the necessity of hearing the witnesses in | “ Resolved, That Roger Griswold and Matthew Lyon, 
the House, he should not object to it; but he be- ; members of this House, be respectively required by the 
lieved this would not be the case. | Speaker to pledge their words to this House, that they 
Mr. Venage was before of opinion that it would | will not commit any act of violence upon each other dú- 
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ring thissession; andthat if either refuse to make such 
engagements, 
custody. of. the Sergeant-at-Arms,. 
-with this obligation.” 
Mr. Sewatu understood a motion had been 
agreed to in relation to the affair of yesterday, 
which might produce an expulsion of th» mem- 
‘bers in question. He thought it would be better, 
therefore, to alter the wording of the resolution, 
‘and instead of “during this session,” say “during 
the continuance of the examination of the busi- 
ness before the House.” 
Mr. Strereaves did not think any alterations 
were necessary. An expulsion of the members 
“wasa possible, but not a necessary result. If an 
expulsion ‘does not take place, 
` remain in operation for the remainder of the ses- 
* sion, which would. be proper ; and, if an expulsion 
took- place, its operation would fall. of course: 
o: Mr. J. WiLurams thought it best to pass the 
` resolution as it stood. If a similar resolution had 
` been entered. into on a former oceasion, it would 
probably have prevented what had now taken 
place. 
$ Mr. R. Wiuutams called for the reading of the 
resolution which was passed on a former occasion. 
[It was read. It stated “that any personal con- 
test between the members, before the House had 
come to a decision upon the business, would be 
< considered as a high breach of privileges.”]. Mr. 
W. thought this resolution went as far as the 
| House hada right to go. The resolution pro- 
“posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, went 
farther, he thought, than they had power to go. It 
went to imprison one:or both of the parties, if he 
or they refused to comply with a request of the 
House.. He had his doubts whether that House 
had the Constitutional power to imprison a man 
fora crime, as the law only would do this. He 
thought a resolution similar to that adopted on-a 
former occasion, would be sufficient at present; 
aud if the mover did not think proper so to alter 
it, he would himself move an amendment for this 
purpose. ; 
| * Mr. Orts flattered himself that his object would 
| have met with the concurrence of all-sides of the 
| House, believing that all wished to prevent future 
violations of order and peace.. With respect to the 
doubts of the gentleman from North Carolina, his 
politics seemed to be altogether a system of doubts. 
If this system was common, it would be extremely 
difficult to progress with business at all. He be- 
lieved, on the present occasion, these doubts were 
roundless. 
Tn the view of the members of the House, they 
had certainly the power to obtain some security 
against a repetition of such violence. If this was 


until he shall comply 


session might be continually interrupted ; and had 
they not the right of securing the peaceful cxer- 
cise of their legislative functions for the remain- 


resolution, if he had been in his place, he should 
have suggested its impropriety ; 


seemed to be i 


the resolution will | 


When an act of violence was done | 


not done, the presumption was, the business of the | ed t 
| which members owe to the House, are d 


| when they cease to be me 


| 
| 


der-of the session? He thought this could not be | resolution beyond the present session. 
seriously doubted. With respect to the former | not object to its having that extent. 


H 
H 


| decided, though they could not do it before, the 
the party refusing shall be committed to the | > 


members in question would-be at liberty to com- 
mit any act of violence they pleased upon each 
other. They had seen the consequence. He 
hoped, therefore, the House would restrain these 
gentlemen in such a manner as that it may not 
be in their power again to interrupt their pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. R. Wiutiams defended his opinion, and in- 
sisted upon his right to deliver it; nor should he | 
ask any gentleman to explain to him the oath he 
had taken to support the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. When gentlemen violated the rules of 
the House, the House had a right to punish them; 
but he was doubtful whether they had’ the power 
to imprison a member if he refused to say yes, to 
a question which should be- put to him. 

Mr. Sewatu presumed, that that House had the 
same tight which every Court possessed, of pre- 
serving its order by imprisonment of offenders ; 
and it was inċident to this authority to restrain 
persons likely to commit these offences, It was 
necessary, for the future security of the House, 
for these gentlemen’ to say, they will not again 
assault each other. This wasa means óf prevent- 
ing, and not of punishing, offences. He had no ob- 
jection to the resolution, therefore, on the ground 
of power, but he had some doubt as to the propri- 
ety of the expression. For, said he, suppose these 
gentlemen are expelled, and Mr. G. afterwards as- 
saults Mr. L., the former might consider himself 
bound by his promise to the SPEAKER, and forbear 
to defend himself. To correct this impropriety of 
expression; he moved to strike out the words 
“during this session,” and insert “ whilst members 
of this House.” 

Mr. Oris consented to this amendment. 

Mr. Sircreaves wished the mover to assent to 
another alteration in the phraseology of his mo- 
tion. Acts might, perhaps, be committed which 
would not be called acts of violence; though very 
offensive. He wished the same words used as 
formerly, viz : “ personal contest with each other.” 

- Mr. NicmoLas had no objection to the general 
object of this resolution; but the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts went to govern 
members during the recess of Congress. He sup- 
posed this was going further than gentlemen them- 
selves intended. He thought a resolution like the 
former, which should extend during the present 
session, would answer every purpose. He did not 
see any necessity to inflict penalties before a breach 
of order was committed. 

Mr. VENABLE said, the idea of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. SewauL) was not cor- 
rect, when he supposed an obligation entered into 
at this time, would be binding when a person ceas- 
ed to be a member of that House. All obligations 
issolved 
mbers ; nor was it in the 
power of the House to extend the force of the 

i He should 
He thought 
it only reasonable, in order to obtain a prospect of 


for, by it, it | future peace in their deliberations, that these gen- 
mplied that, after the question was | tlemen should declare ghat they will not enter into 
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any further personal contest during the session: 
He moved, therefore, again to alter the resolution 
tọ read, “during the session.” ae T 

‘Mr, Oris hoped the amendment would be made, 
he had tooreadily consented to the former alteration. 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and carried by a large majority, there being 73 
votes in favor of it. 

The Spzaxer asked, whether it was the pleasure 
of the House that the Sergeant-at-Arms should be 
sent for Mr. Lyon ? $ 
_ Mr. Srrernaves said it might not be convenient 
for Mr. Lyon to attend the. House; he asked 
whether the resolution might not be sent to him, 
anid his answer be received in writing ? 

Mr. Nicnouas supposed, that if both gentlemen 
prepared a declaration in writing, and presented it 
to-morrow, it-would answer the.purpose. 

: Mr. Harper replied, the mischief intended to 
b guarded against might in the mean time be 

one. . 

-Mr. Gartain said, he had just been called out 
by.a member of the House, who had asked him 
whether he thought it would be proper for Mr. 
Lyon to attend the House. He supposed, there- 
fore, if the Sergeant-at-Arms. was sent for him, he 
would immediately attend. 

. Mr. Harrer hoped the Sergeant-at-Arms would 
be sent. 

The SPEAKER said, as soon as the Clerk had 


made a copy of the resolution, the Sergeant-at- ; 


Arms would wait upon Mr. Lyon with it. 

Mr. Lyon having entered, 

The Spraxer said, the members from Vermont 
and Connecticut being now in their places, he 
should proceed to read the resolution which had 
been entered into by the House. [He then read 
_ the resolution.] 

As soon as it was finished reading, 

Mr. Griswo_p rose and said, he should not hesi- 
tate to enter into the proposed engagement. 

Mr. Lyon also rose and said, he was ready, as 
it was the wish of the House, to agree to the pro- 
position. : 

The Spzaxker said, then you do accordingly 
agree to this proposition ? 

Both answered, “I do agree.” 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, &c. 


Mr. Harper called up his proposed amendment 
to the Standing Rules of the House, respecting 
motions for adjournment ; which was referred to 
the committee which has been appointed on the 
subject of the Rules. 

Mr. J. Witiiams moved that the House go into 
a Committee of the Whole on the bill for discip- 
lining and organizing the Militia of the United 
States ; but, the sense of the House being taken, 
there appeared only 14 members for it. 
` Mr. W. then said, as there appeared no business 
before the House, he would move an adjournment, 
in order that the Committee of Privileges might 
attend to the business referred to them. Agreed 


to. 
The bill for the relief of William Alexander, 
was read the third time and passed. 
g 


mittee. 


Monpay, February 19. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, enclosing a report from thé 
Secretary of State, with an account of the losses 
recovered for captures on behalf of citizens of the’ 
United States, under the treaty made with Great 
Britain ; which was ordered to be printed... ee, 

The bill providing for the widows and orphans 
of certain deceased officers, was read the third 
time, and passed. x; ; i 

Mr. GreEGG presented a petition from Jeremiah 
Hall and others, praying that a tract of land—six' 
miles square, near the Scioto river, in-the North- 
western Territory—may be laid off in-a. certain 
manner, and that payments may be received. for it 
by instalments. Referred to the committee’ to 
whom has been referred an inquiry into the law 
for disposing of this land. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Denr, from the committee to whom was 
referred two propositions for amending the stand= 
ing rules of the House, reported it as the. opinion 
of the committee, that that which goes to-prevent: 
the reconsideration of a vote when. there are fewer 
members present than when it originally passed; 
ought to be adopted; but that the one which would 
prevent a motion for adjournment from being in 
order, when another motion was before the House;: 
ought not to be agreed to. Slots 

Mr. Nicnovas wished this report to he commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole. He was not: 
ready to vote upon it; to say that no number of: 
members less than had agreed to a certain propo- 
sition Was competent to agree to another, and of; 
course that a majority of the House could not do. tip 
the business of the House. i 

The report was accordingly committed. 


REPORTING THE DEBATES. 


Mr. Dawson wished the resolution. which. he 
had laid upon the table, on the subject of admit- 
ting persons who attended the House for the pur-: 
pose of taking an account of its debates and pro- 
ceedings within the bar of the House, to be taken- 
up and referred to the same Committee of the 
Whole. 

The resolution was accordingly read. i 

Mr. Srrereaves thought it would be more eli- 
gible that this proposition for amending the rules 
should have the same course as others, especially. 
as, from the information of the SPEAKER, it ap- 
peared that the object of the resolution was1 
practice, with the exception of one individual... 
note-taker, who had abused the privilege, and in- 
sulted the Speaker and the authority of the. 
House. It was proper, therefore, that the fact 
should be stated, so as that the House might act 
upon it, 
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“Mr. Dawson had no objection to the reference 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had pointed 
outs; it was-his opinion, however, that the other 
would have been the more direct course. ~ ae 
It was accordingly referred to aselect commit- 

tee. k i 

. PIERS AT NEWCASTLE, DELAWARE. 

Mr. HARTLEY presented the petition of a num- 
er of merchants, traders, and others, of Philadel- 
phia, praying that some new piers may be erected 
at Newcastle, and that the old ones may be re- 
paired. . EAA 
oos Some difference of opinion. arising as to. the 
-proper reference of this petition, Messrs. HARTLEY 
and LivinestTon being in favor of a reference to 
“the Committee of Commerce and Manufactures, 


for a reference to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Corr suggested the propriety of its. lying-on 
the table till to-morrow, as he recollected the Sec- 
retary of. the Treasury had already made a report 
‘upon the subject, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Commerce and Manufactures, but he 
did- not know whether or. not that committee had 
reported. He wished time to inquire... Agreed 
to. . 

Mr. THATCHER said, that on the 20th-of Janu- 
ary, 1793, a. petition was presented from. Tobias 
‘Lord,-and. others, praying leave:to erecta pier in 
Kennebunk river, that an act had been passed au- 
thorizing the erection of said pier, under such 


‘the State. He had now received the law which 
-had been .passed, which he had laid before the 
‘House. - The law, and papers accompanying it, 
were referred to.the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures. eed tw 

< “NORTHWESTERN LANDS. 
“Mr. Davis said a petition had been this morn- 
ing presented, and he had had others’sent to him 
to’ present ‘on. the subject of the Northwestern 
Yerritory lands. . He thought something might be 
done on ‘this business, which would not only an- 
swer the wishes of settlers, but might also be ben- 
eficial to the United States.. For this purpose he 
proposed a resolution, which he wished to be re- 
ferred to the. committee appointed on this subject, 
proposing certain advantages to settlers in that 
‘Territory ;. which was agreed to. 
: ACT OF LIMITATION. 

Mr. GaLLarin moved that the unfinished busi- 
ness.should be postponed, in order to take up the 
“report of the Committee of Claims on the expe- 

diency orinexpediency of excepting certain claims 
om. the operation of the act of limitation; which, 
` being agreed to, the House resolved itself into a 


by the- Secretary of the Treasury, vizs o7 > 
“Resolved, That a time be limited by law, after 
Which credits ‘on the books of the Treasury for transac- 


and Messrs. SITGREAVES, GALLATIN, and Kirrera,’ 


regulations as should be determined y alaw of |} 
a 


tions during the late war, which, according to the 
course of the Treasury, have hitherto been ‘discharged: 
by issuing certificates of registered debt, shall be barred 
and declared ‘void, unless claimed by the proper credi- 
tors, or their legal representatives.” Te 


AMY DARDIN. 
Upon motion of Mr. T. CLAIBORNE, 


ing resolution was agreed to—45 to 40: 
“ Resolved; That a committeo be appointed to bring 
in a bill for the relief of Amy Dardin.” — TETI 
[This claim has been long before Congress, andi 
been several'times the subject of discussion. It 
is for the value of the famous horse Romulus, the 
property of the husband. of the petitioner, pressed: 
into the service of the United States during the 
war: The case of the widow is evidently a hs 
one, and this is the second ‘time a vote has been 
obtained in her favor, which has afterwards been 
reversed. ] ` ee A 

The committee rose, reported their agreement. 
to the three resolutions, and had leave to sit again. 
The House took up the two first, agreed to them, 
and directed the Committee of Claims to bring in: 
a. bill-or bills.accordingly, .. When the th 
lution. came to be consideréd, the yeas and-n 
were-called for, and its adoption was strongly op- 
posed, by Messrs. Harrer, Nicuoras, and’ Bay- 
ARD; on the ground of its throwing open a door:t 
every claim which had heretofore been determined: 
as barred, as cutting up by the rootallthe acts: 
limitation ; that it was also: setting aside th 


y 


the follow- 


aws in the most -objectionable way f 
every person, who had an unsatisfte 
petition Congress for relief, which would of ¢ : 
engage much of their time. If the acts. were:to 
be set aside, it would be much better and. less €x- 
pensive therefore to authorize the proper depart- 
ment to settle these claims, than that the time of 
the House should be engaged in investigating and 
settling them. ; : EE 

On the other. hand, its adoption was advocated 
by Messrs. GatLatin and T. CLargoRNe. -This 
was stated as a hard case; that this determination 
would not open the acts of limitation to any but 
such as Congress might deem extremely hard: 
cases; that it would give the Treasury no power. 
whatever to settle any claim: the. power, there-. 
fore, could not be abused, except they themselves. 
abused it; that whatever policy there might be in: 
acts of limitation, they were certainly liable t 
strong objections ; they knew: they were hono 
bly indebted a sum of money, but they. deter: 
not to pay it, merely because the paying it ù 
render the accounts at the Treasury less 
or because they would be liable to pay mi 
is convenient. This policy might be ju 
but it bore very hard upon individual: 
was argued, therefore, that withou 
acts generally, when a strong, uneg 
was presented, which was in th 
original holder, and where, of course, 
bene. possibility of fraud, -rë iigh 
tobe granted. : eo? Dake 
“© Mr. J. Wittiams was an enemy to acts of limis 
tation, as he thought a debt oncé due must always < 
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be due until paid; but he would either have them 
opened generally, or not at all. 
The yeas and nays upon agreeing to this pro- 


position for setting aside the act of limitation in | solved itself into a. Committee of. the Whole on. 


this case were taken, and decided, yeas 35, nays 
55, as follow: 

Yxzas-—-David Bard, Lemuel Benton, Samuel J. Ca- 
bell, Thomas Claiborne, William Charles Cole Clai- 
borne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Thomas T. Da- 
vis, John Dawson, George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, 
John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, James Gillespie, Wil- 
liam Barry Grove, Carter B. Harrison, David Holmes, 
Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Matthew Locke, 
Matthew Lyon, James Machir, Blair McClenachan, 
Joseph McDowell, John. Milledge, Anthony New, John 
Rutledge, jr, William Smith, Richard Sprigg, jr., Tho- 
mas Sumter, Abraham Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. 
Varnum, Abraham Venable, and Robert Williams. 

Nays—John Allen, George Baer, jr., Bailey Bartlett, 
James A. Bayard, Thomas Blount, David Brooks, Na- 
than Bryan, Stephen Bullock, Demsey Burges, Christo- 
pher G.Champlin, John Chapman, James Cochran, Josh- 
ua Coit, William. Craik, Samuel W. Dana, Thomas 
Evans, William Findley, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, An- 
drew Gregg, Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, Jonathan N. Havens, 
Wm.: Hindman, Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, Nathaniel Macon, 
Wm. Mathews, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, Jolin 
Nicholas, Harrison G. Otis, Isaac Parker, John Reed, 
James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, 
Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Peleg Sprague, Richard Stanford, George Thatcher, 
Mark Thomson, Thomas Tillinghast, John E. Van 
Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and John Williams. 


Mr. Harrer then proposed the following reso- 
lution, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the prayer of the petition of Amy 
Dardin ought not to be granted. 


CAPTURED OR DETAINED VESSELS. 


Mr. S. Smrra proposed a resolution to the fol- 
lowing effect : 


* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to obtain from the Collectors of the Customs in 
the principal districts of the United States a statement of 
the vessels captured or detained, by or under the author- 
ity of any foreign nation, since the Ist of July, 1795, 
expressing in separate columns the names of the vessels, 
the captains’ names, the number of tons each vessel car- 
ried, of what their cargoes consisted, and an estimate of 
the value thereof, by what nation captured, whither 
bound, and whither from’; and that he lay, as soon as 
may be, the same before the House of Representatives.” 


Mr. Isaac Parker had no objection to this re- 
solution if the word “ principal” was omitted. 

Mr. Smirn agreed to the alteration, and the 
resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 


Turspay, February 20. 


A Message was received from the President of 
the United States, with an account of the expen- 
diture of certain sums appropriated on the 3d of 
March last, for prosecuting claims against the bel- 


ligerent nations that have.spoliated upon our 
commerce ; which was ordered to be.printed. 
On motion of Mr. Harper, the. House then re 


the bill for altering the manner of entering stills, 
and, after some debate on the subject, the com- 
-mittee rose and had leave to sit again. _ 

The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill providing for the support of 
the widows and orphans of certain deceased offi- 
cers, and having agreed to it without amendment, 
the committee rose and reported accordingly. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-morrow. A i 

The House took up the report of the Commit-. 
tee of the Whole on the bill for the relief of Oli- 
ver Pollock, and, after some debate upon it, con- 
curred in the report, (which was a disagreement 
to the bill for his relief,) 49 to 33. i 

On motion of Mr. D. Foster, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the report of the Committee of Claims, on the 
expediency or inexpediency of excepting certain 
claims from the operation of acts of limitation, 
and, after concurring in the unfavorable report of 
the Committee of Claims on the petition of Jo- 
hannes E. Lot, the committee rose (these deci- 
sions which had taken place having included the — 
principles of all the references made to the Com: 
mittee of the Whole) and had not leave to sit 
again. ys 


CASE OF GRISWOLD AND LYON. 


Mr. VENABLE, from the Committee of Privile- 
ges, laid the following report upon the.table, to- 
gether with the evidence relative thereto : i 


The Committee of Privileges, to whom was referred 
a resolution in the following words: ‘* Resolved, That 
Roger Griswold and Matthew Lyon, members of this 
House, for violent and disorderly behaviour committed in, 
the House, be expelled therefrom,” with instructions to” 
report the evidence in writing, have, according to the 
orders of the House, proceeded to take the evidence, 
which they herewith report; and they report further, 
that it is their opinion that the said resolution ought to 
be disagreed to. : 


No 1, 

Mr. Sitgreaves’s Testimony. 

Having been requested by the Committee of Privileges. 
to communicate my recollection of the affair which oc- 
curred between Mr. Griswold and Mr. Lyon on Thursday: 
last, I depose as follows : I do not recollect to have ob- 
served at what time either Mr. Griswold or Mr. Lyon’ 
came into the House, nor did I see the commencement of: 
the fracas ; I was in my seat, engaged in writing, wher 
my attention was excited by ihe sound or report «f a heavy. 
blow; I looked to the quarter from wheuce the soun 
seemed to proceed, and saw Mr. Lyon on his feet, i 
the place where he usually sits, and Mr. Griswold in the 
area, in front of him, beating him over the head and 
shoulders, with a cane or walking stick ; Mr. Lyon ap tad 
peared to be endeavouring at once to evade the blows, atid. x ; 
to extricate himself from the chairs and desks of the row >i 
in which he stood ; he soon was in the area, and. Mr. iid 
Griswold continued to beat him, keeping himat such a oa 
distance that the blows could take effect, until Mr. Lyon 5 en 
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tarned and fled: behind the. partition, in the rear of the blows until: Lyon:got clear ofthe seats.;. then Lyon aie : 
< Speaker’s chair, whither. he was pursued by Mr. Gris- |-ced.towatd: Griswold, asif ‘o.close iv with him; Griswold 
~ wold, still beating hims as I remained in my place,-they | retrested, as if. to avoid it, still repeating: the blows, until 
were for a moment out ofmy sight, which was intercepted | they. got to the fire-place, behind. the Speaker's chair ; 
bythe. partition, but.they almost immediately appeared |-then: Lyon took -up the tongs, -and they both closed’; 
; again, Mr. Lyon holding in-his hand the tosgs, which he | Griswold threw Lyon on the foor, and fell upon him: 
; grasped by one leg; Mr: ‘Griswold seized with his left | I then went away, and saw no more of the affray..-I do 
|} hand the arm by. which.Mr. ‘Lyon held the tongs, and |-not recollect that Theard one. word’ pass between tbem 
_ closed in with him, and. shortly afterwards I.saw them |.daring-th whole time. Aud further the deponent saith 
> comè: to the ground together, Mr. Lyon ‘alling under | ‘not. PELEG SPRAGUE. |: 
Mr. Griswold. I.then left my place.; the members gather- |... Swora.and subseribed, the 17th February, 1798. 
ed round them, and they continved onthe floor for a few Coram : Reynoip Kare. 

* moments, Mr. Lyon being still under Mr. Griswold, until : 

. they wereparted by one member separating their arms and 
shoulders, ‘while two others seized, each, one of Mr. Gris- 
wold’s legs, and in:that manner-dragged -bim off.: When 
_ they were Separated I went to Mr. Griswold, and observing 
. that he had not his cane, advised him to. get it again, 
lest hé should be askailed by Mr.. Lyon, who was now on 
his feet. Mr. "Griswold desired the assistant. doorkeeper 
to find his cane, and then went, at my instance, to take a 
draught of water ; my attention was then diverted from 
© them for ashort tinie, until it was again.excited, by anew tion, I saw Mr: Griswold and Mr. Lyon én 
< alarm in the lobby, at the: south end of the hall; on lo king to the Clerk’s seat, the former with a largë ‘wal 


| 
toward. that quarter, I saw both Mr. Griswold and Mr. | stick, which he, apparently, used with all “his 


No 3. 
Mr. W..C. C..Clathorne’s Tinting 
SATURDAY; Avth February 


‘On Thursday last, after prayers had been deli 
Speaker (I believe) in his chair, but the House’ not 
ed. to order, T was sending neat to the Tette : 


by aloud cry of ‘part ‘them ; 3” pon. chaning i m 


. Lyon in the lobby, but at the distance of six or eight feet | the latter making his: defence, by holdin wp: hi 
< from each other ; Mr. Lyon ‘held a cane iw his hand; (without any hn at that periada) and up hi gti 
and as'I hastened towards that end of the room, Iwas | close in with his antagonist. Soon. afterwards t besa = 
> met by the assistant doorkeeper, . who handed me Mr. | batants fell upon the floor, near the stove, : 
{ Griswo'd’s cane, and, appearing unwilling to interpose, | the Speaker’ s chair, when I ran foward and ‘gosicted m 
| Tequested me to give it to him ; I did so, and Mr. Gris- | parting them. Iremember seeing a member of the House 
< wold immediately advanced, apparent’ 'y to. renew the at- | take from Mr. Lyon a pair of fire-tongs, after he had fll- ; 
© tack oò Mr. Lyon, when. the Speaker called the House to | en on the floor, I did not observe the commencement ; 
“order, upon- which Mr. Griswold directly relinquished | of the fracas, nor did I notice the attack which is said af- 
_ his design, turned round and went to his seat, as I did to | terwards to have been made by Mr. Lyon. on: Mr. Gris- 
mise. S.. SITGREAVES. wold, outside of the bar. 
Sworn and subscribed, the 17th February, 1798. 
$! Coram: Rerworn Keen. 


wW. C. c. CLAIBOR 
Sworn and subscribed, the 17th February, 1 179: 
Coram: Rexnouy KEEN, 


No. 2. 

Mr. Sprague’s Testimony. 
I, Peleg Sprague, depose, that on Thursday m rning, 
; February 15th, 1798, I was in Congress Hall, before 
` the usual hour of meeting ; “that after prayers wore read, 
 T'saw Roger Griswold come into the hall, with a hickory 
_stick in his hand ; he came near to the fire- place, behind 
» the Speaker’s chair, hung up his cloak, and (I think) 
et his stick by it, and placed himself in the seat usually 
occupied by Mr. Dennis, or Mr. Evans, and e1-ployed 
himself in reading some letters ; soon after I saw Matthew 
Lyon come into the hall with a ‘stick or cane in his hand ; 
he went directly to his place, put his stick behind his 
chair, and sat down; after sitting a short time, I ob- 
served him to cast his eyes earnestly at Mr. Griswold, 
then he directed bis attention to some papers before him, on 
_ histable, and. s>emed to be revising and folding them ; I 
booked at both alternately, and thought that Mr. Griswold 
eyed Lyon, but did not intend any person should ob- 
serve it; while Mr. Lyon was examining his papers as 
aforesaid, I saw Mr. Griswold rise from his seat and ad- 
vanes owatds Lyon with his usha} pace, having his stick 
hand; I believe that. Lyon did not see “Mr. Gris- 
` wold, until he was ‘within reach of him ; Griswold imme- 
diately struck Lyon over the. ou'ders, with the little end taking 
of the cane, or hickory, afo 3 it seemed to. me, that 


No. 4: 


Mr. Imlays Testimony. ; h 
James H, Imlay, being requested by the Commi tee of 
affair 


Privileges to communicate his recollection o 


tothe hall o on Thursday morning. the 15th ins 
minutes after eleven o'clock; foued Mr. Gris 
the „hall, sitting. in the cha'r : ie ead ona 


casting his eyes ‘aronnd the hall for a fo 
appeared to be employed. in „looking; : 
lying on his desk. During this time, whic 
might have been the space o of between three and fou 


he appeared to have finished the readings: 
folding it up, when he discovered Mr. Ly: 
this deponent was standing within a y: 
-of Mr. Griswold, who immediately on obs 
walked to the recess under the windo 
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. Lyon appeared to discover‘Mr: Griswold about the instant | Sewall replied it was right, for we ought to: have done 
‘bis atm was raised to strike, and at theutterance of some | them justice, and expelled Mr. Lyon ; to which I an- 
expression by Mr. Griswold, which this deponent did not | swered, take to yourselves all the justice and credit that 
distinctly hear, but supposed to be ‘* you rascal.” Mr. | appertains to.it ; and went and read my letters, and heard 
Lyon, when ‘he-réceived the blow, appeared to be in the | no more for ‘some time ; when, looking up, I saw Mr. 
act of rising. Mr. Griswold repeated his blow: Mr. | Sitgreaves going out ef the south passage, with a walking. 
Lyon rose; came out from his seat without his cane, ad-! stick, I believe, for Mr. Griswold ; and then, and not be- ° 
vanced towards Mr. Griswold, as if with an endeavour to | fore, the House was called to order, when this deponent 
close in with him, which Mr. G. avoided by striking him | thinks it was more than half past eleven o'clock. 
or pushing -him off with his left hand, and repeated his | JAMES GILLESPIE. 
blows with his‘cane, as often as ten or eleven times, some-| = Sworn and subscribed, the 17th February, 1798. 
times striking on the head, and sometimes over the shoul- | Coram « Reyvwoztn KEEN. 
ders. - Mr. Lyon’ appeared now to desist from: attempting | ze 
to close in with Mr. Griswold, and endeavored to gain | 


the northwest side or corner of the Speaker’s seat. 
he did, Mr. Griswold repeating his blows. 


as just mentioned, seized the tongs standing by the stove. 


Mr. Griswold, then immediatly closed with him, and after | 


a short scuffle, or contest, Mr. Lyon was thrown by Mr. 
Griswold, who fell with him, and with one hand endea- 


injury, and with the other struck him once or twice in the 


face... They. were then. separated by the interference of 


several members. What harpened without- the bar, at 
the west end of the hall, this dep: nent did not see. 
: i J. H. IMLAY. 


“Sworn and subscribed, the 17th February, 1798. 
ae Coram : Reryxoup Kren. 


No. 5. 
Mr. James Gillespie's Testimony. 


James Gillespie being sworn, saith, that on Thursday 
morning the 15th instant, he came into the House of 
Representatives after prayers, and the Speaker had taken 
the chair ; that whilst he was warming himseif at the fire 
next on the right of :he door, he saw Matthew Lyon, the 
member from Vermont, come to the letter bag, and was 
putting in some letters, as he, this deponent, passed him 
going into the House ; that he also saw Roger Griswold 
sitting in a chair a small distance from the Speaker’s seat, 
with a large walking-stick standing near him ; that I went 

- immediately to the alphabet and made search for my let- 
ters, and as I turned to my seat to read them, I heard 
a noise ofblows, &c.; on looking that way, I saw Roger 
Griswold strike Matthew Lyon, who was in his place near 
the centre of the front desk opposite to the Speaker’s seat, 
where he was then sitting; that as Mr. Lyon was 
ting round the desk he receiv: d two or three blows, and 
Lyon, received several severe strokes with the stick from 
Mr. Griswold. That the deponent conceiving, from the 
complexion of the affair, that it was a preconcerted plan, 
did not int-rfere, but asked the Speaker to call to order, 
which he declined, although the call was loud from dif- 
ferent parts of the House. That as Mr. Lyon advanced 
on Mr. Griswold, he retreated back towards the window 
near the Speaker’s seat, by which Mr. Lyon became 
possessed of a pair of tongs and struck at Mr. Griswold, 
on which Mr. Griswold closed with him, and they fell, 
and in a little time were parted. That Mr. Lyon expres- 
sed disapprobation at being parted, and said, as he was 
rising, I wish I had been let alone awhile. That the 
deporent recollects that, as he turned to his seat, he saw 
Mr. Sewall, from Massachusetts ; and on he, the depo- 
nent, expressing his disapprobation of such conduct, 


This | 
Mr. Lyon |: 
being-now near the stove, on the same side of the chair | h 


vored to prevent Mr. Lyon from using the tongs to his | 


get- | kept out of his reach, and continued the blows antil Mr. aa 


| Lyon retreated behind the Speaker’s chair. 
on attempting to close in with Mr. Griswold, he, Mr. | 


| and went through the passage by the door at which we ` 
| enter the hall, and went without the bar to the southeast 
| end of the hall, and drank some water. 
| near the p'ace where the water is kept, without any- 
| ‘thing in his hand, M-. Lyon came through the floor of 
| the hall, with his cane in his hand, and came without the 
| bar. 


| Lyon had his hand up to strike him, when he sprang, 


: The Speaker then called the House to order, Mr. Gris- 
Mr. : wold turned and went into his seat, and Mr. Lyon took 


Questions by Mr. Sewall. 


Question. Did not the conversation you suppose to i“ 
ave happened with me, take place when you was, and I 
appeared to be, agitat:d with the confusion of the scene? : 

Answer. It was. I returned to my desk to read my let- =“ 
ters fri m the first scene, and I presume somewhat agitated. 
Question. Are youin any degree positive of the words 
| you state to have heard from me ? 
| Answer. To the best of my recollection, these were 
| the words used, or they were words to the same effect. 


: No. & 

Mr. Shepard’s Testimony. 
On Thursday morning last, I went into the Hall alitile ` 
| before eleven o'clock, After prayers were over, Mr. Gris- 
| wold came into the hall, witha canein his. hand. He 
i went and set his cane up near the window by the north- 
west part of the hall, and sat down near the end of the 
| seat next the floor, and took out a letier (as I supposed) 
| and went to reading it. Whilst he was reading, soon 
| after, Mr. Lyon came into the House with a cane in bis 
| hand, went and took his seat, and went to writing, set- 
| ting his cane beside him. ‘I looked at Mr. Griswold, and ; 
| thought that he did not see or observe Mr. Lyon. I then i 
| turned my eye off irom them, and spoke to a gentleman 
who was a stranger to them both, and said that they 
| were both now in the House; turned my face towards 
| them, and saw Mr. Griswold then with his cane. up, 
| before Mr. Lyon, and. he struck him a blow across his 
| (Mr. Lyon’s) shoulder. Mr. Lyon appeared to be about 
| half way between sitting and standing. Mr. Griswold 
| repeated the blow. Mr. Lyon soon got. cut on the floor ; 
| of the hall, and made several attempts to get hold of Mr. ` 
i Griswold, but failed in his attempts, as Mr. Griswold ~“ 


The mem- 
bers then huddled round them so thick that I saw no 
more of the transaction, until they were separated ; after ` 
which, Mr. Griswold came across the floor of the hall,’ 


When standing 


I thought Mr. Griswold did not see him, until Mr. 


; as I thought, to get out of the reach cf his stick, but Mr: 
Lyon struck Mr. Griswold on his arm and shoulder, as 
Ithought, slightly. Mr. Griswold :hen turned upon Mr. 
Lyon, when the dootkesper sprang in between. them. 
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a chair, and sat by. the water and washed himself, and | the -Speaker’s chair; and I then heard a rattling’ noise 
remained there until after the House was adjourned. as if it were made with a pair of tongs, but-could--not 
eae WM. SHEPARD. see the “parties because the Speaker’s chair was’in- the 
Sworn and subscribed, the 17th of February, 1798. | Way, and I was myself then passing in front of the 
r. Coram: Revxoun Keen, ne chair to come up to the parties engaged, as-they might 
i go-through the passage on the left-hand side of the 
=: , : | chair.. As soon as they had got through:-the: passage, 
No. 7. Mr. G- either pushed Mr. L. down on. his back ‘in: the 
Mr. Havens’s Testimony. northwest corner of the area by his own strength,-or 
| The hour at which the House were to meet, according moe tambleg baek vards ovet sömé chaire fhat stood 
. to their adjournment on the preceding day; was eleven Be ld a i li romt e ng ete in which T stood. 1 
© o'clock in the forenoon, ard I went into the hall a little ME. to bi fi Perote OW this happened, but. T saw 
befote this hour. Some short time after eleven o'clock, | y; Oa the floor Yih Mr.:G’s head and shoulders on 
the House attended on prayer. After this was over, I Re breast aid Mre O: e loge Were directed tom arda me 
was walking in the south end of the hall without the ~ oo aa Pe di s ee neelf f ate 
=< bar, and saw Mr. Lyon come in, with his cloak on, and Gond. A E i oa aad I iy ieee 
-. go to his seat, which is the fourth from the end of that céived that he had a-black ka fe te ized. he Aor 
` front row of seats which is on the left side of the passage | Mr, Gs left leg to- pull hi fr * M ° ae 
| leading up to the Speaker’s chair. Isaw him pull of another member whom 1 afterwards noticed to be my 
f his cloak and take-his seat, and. perceived that he had a | colleague, Mr. Elmendorph seized at the same feae hola 
` small cane in his hand, which he. either. put: between his | of Me Gs right leg with the same view. “As s00n.as 
E legs, or leaned against a chair beside him, in such man- | we had. done this, Mr. Speaker cried out to me and 
eine cs nr he Sik ht was | a eh pry ta o 
4 i ‘ , eared to i 2 i “ > 
= engaged. either in writing or in reading e. papers . that hilt hin ate acne I ea quah, toare 
`. were before him. _ It was then about half past eleven, “| hurt him to pull him a foot`or two on the carpet. We 
andthe Speaker was sitting in his chaif, but had not | then in this manner pulled Mr. G. from off Mr. L sand: - 
called the House to order; and I then saw Mr. Griswold | by this time a number of other members. had. gathered” 
coming from the north end of the hall across the area in | round, and the affray appeared to be over: I then 
front of the Speaker’s chair, with a large yellow hickory | walked back to the south end of the hall, to the place 
cane in his hand. Although I was looking that way, as | where I stood when the assault began. Mr. G. then 
I was walking, I did not notice him much until he came | passed by me, and went to the eastemmost shelf on 
| within about'six or eight feet of Mr. Lyon. He was | which water stands for the use of the members, and 
; then walking across the floor in a sidelong manner to- | was drinking when Mr. L. passed by me with his small 


if wards Mr. Lyon, and Mr. Lyon was sitting with His | cane in his hand, and went to the same shelf to drink 


| face down, looking on his papers, and, as I presume, did | with Mr. G. As soon as Mr. L. had drunk a little, he 
not perceive the approach of Mr. Griswold ; and, if my | looked up, and perceiving that it was Mr. G., who stood 
memory. serves me right, I think he was sitting with his | close by him, he said, “Is it you?” and struck at him 
hat on. As soon as Mr. Griswold had come in front of | with his cane, and hit him on his left shoulder or 
Mr: Lyon, he struck him with all his force over his head | cheek. I observed that Mr. L.’s blow was but a feeble 
and shoulders, withthe smallést end of his cane, repeat- | one, and Mr. G. then retreated from him six or eight 
| ing his blows as fast as possible. Mr. Lyon, I think, | feet, and I then noticed that Mr. G. had no cane in his 
received. three blows in this posture, before he rose to | hand. I then saw Mr. Sitgreaves run to the southeast 
disengage himself from the desk that was before him, and | corner of the room and get a large hickory cane, and 
the chairs that were on each side of him. He appeared passing by Mr. L. with a good deal of animation in his 
fo be then trying to recover his cane which was under his | countenance, he put the cane in Mr. G.’s hand. Mr. 
| desk, but could not do it by reason of the violence of | L» then put himself in a posture of defence, and ‘said 
Mr. Griswold’s blows over his head and shoulders. He | “Come on.” I then cried‘ out “Order!” and Mr. 
then rose from his seat, and got out at the end of the Thomson, from New Jersey, then stepping up, and 
desk, defending himself with his arms against the blows | looking me full in the face`said, “ What is the matter? 
of Mr. Griswold, and then rushed towards Mr. Griswold, | 1 replied, I would have no more fighting here. Mr. G. 
and Mr. Griswold retreated ‘towards the front of the | then Suri) an y e called the house to order, 
Speaker’s chair, and endeavored to keep Mr. Lyon at a | and so the affray ended. 

distance from him, that he might strike him rire con- . JONATHAN N. HAVEN 8. 
veniently with his cane. -There was no person sitting | Sworn and subscribed the 17th of February, 1789. 

, on the same row of seats with Mr. Lyon when this as- | Coram: Reywotp Kuen. 

sault began. The Speaker was in his chair ; and as‘soon | 
as the assault commenced, I expected he would cry out | No. 8. 

‘s order,” with a loud voice, but he did not. I was induced s 3 . 

to suppose this, because I always understood that the | Mr. Gordon's Testimony. 
rule of the House gave the Speaker a right to call the || I, Wırzram Gorvox, do testify and say, that on the 
members to order after the hour to which the House stood | morning of the !5th of February instant, about the 
adjourned, although there might not be a sufficient num- | hour of eleven, I went to the hall of the House of Repre- 
| ber of members present to proceed to business. i sentatives. Very soon after I had entered, I observed 
Mr. Lyon then retreated round the Clerk’s table, the | that Mr. Griswold came in with a cane in his 


| right hand of the Speaker’s chair, and Mr. Griswold : hand. In the course of a few minutes afterwards, Mr. 


E still pursued him. They then went into the narrow | Lyon also came into the House, and immediately went 
| passage which is between the wall of the House and | and placed himself in the seat which he has usually 


ia 


ia 


> 
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occupied, nearly opposite to the chair.of the Speaker. 
‘He had in his hand a cane; which,-as he seated himself, 
- che-placed behind him. On seeing him, I immediately | 
threw. my. eyes upon Mr. Griswold, but could not :dis- 
cover. that he saw or took notice of him.. At this- time 
the Speaker was in his-chair and writing, as is usually 
the.case-at that hour of the day, but the. House had not 
come nor had it been called. to order... Few- members, 
comparatively speaking, were within the bar. In the 
course of a very few minutes ‘after Mr. L. had seated | 
himself, I saw Mr. G. with his cane-in his hand, ad-| 
yancing from the floor to the left. of the chair of the. 
Speaker, with a very quick and. strong step towards Mr. 
L. . As he advanced: he raised: his cane, and uttered ani 
exclamation of ‘‘ Rascal !” or ‘Scoundrel !”. or of the 
. like import. Before Mr. G. reached him, Mr. L., ac- 
cording to the best of my recollection, had partly risen 
up, from which I conclude he had discovered Mr. G. 
approaching him. As soon as Mr. G. was within such 
adistance from Mr. L- as to reach him with effect, he 
instantly applied his cane with great force to his back 
and shoulders. As soon as Mr. L. was able to effect it, 
he’ made. his way from the seats into the floor on the 
inner side of ‘the ‘seats, then quickly advanced towards 
Mr. G. apparently with intent either to catch hold of his 
eane-or to close with him. Mr. G. seemed to be aware 
of his intentions, stepping backwards in such a manner 
as'to keep Mr. L. at a proper distance for the use of his 
cane, rapidly applying it to his back and shoulders. As 
soon as Mr. L. had got to the line of the passage behind 
the Speaker’s chair, he instantly attempted to escape that 
way to the opposite side of the House. Mr. G. pursu- 
ing him, gave him three or four blows across the back. 
At this time I observed Mr. L. turning, it appearing to 
me that he was prevented from passing any further in 


that direction by the crowd that was advancing towards | 
After he turned he seized the | 


the ‘scene of action. 
tongs by the fireside, and Mr. G. then being very near 
to him, struck him with them. Mr. G. laid hold of 
them, and they immediately closed in with each other. 
After'a short struggle Mr. G. threw Mr. L. on the floor, 
and fell upon him. They laid some little time in this 
situation, Mr. G. attempting to disentangle himself from 
the grasp of Mr. L. in order to pursue his chastisement 
further, and had nearly effected it and placed himself in 
a situation proper for that purpose, when two or three 
persons laid hold of him, and drew him off from Mr. L. 
‘While down, he gave Mr. L. one blow in the face, and 
wrested the tongs from his hands. When separated, I 


saw Mr. G. go towards the outside of the bar, I suppose | 


with a view to take some water. Shortly afterwards I 
saw Mr. L. making towards that part of the House 
where Mr. G. was. He approached Mr. G., who was 


standing at the entrance of the bar, and struck him with | 


acane. Mr. G.’s cane was instantly handed him, and 
he was making again towards Mr. L., when there was a 
loud call to order for the first time; this was instantly 
repeated by the Speaker. I laid hold of Mr. G., sun- 
dry persons threw themselves between him and Mr. L., 
and Mr. G. instantly retired and took his seat. 
WILLIAM GORDON. 
The foregoing sworn to and subscribed, the 17th of 
February, 1798. Coram: Rerxorp Keen. 


No. 9. 
Mr. Elmendorph’s Testimony. 


On Thursday morning last, having been engaged a 


writing in my room until I thought it very late, I en- 


tered the House of Representatives with some surprise, 
at not fnding it engaged in business. The Speaker 
sat (I think) writing in his chair, as I crossed the floor 
to the letter box ;-and, on returning to my seat, I saw 
Mr. Lyon in his seat, in the posture of writing, or read- 
ing, papers lying on his desk before, him, having his 
hat on, and not appearing to perceive me to pass him, 
although very near him. From my seat—which is the 
second in the third row, almost directly behind his, 
which is the middle seat in the front row—TI observed 
him in the same posture immediately before I heard the 
first blow of a cane; upon hearing which, I observed 
him still sitting, with one arm in the position of cover- 
ing his-head'and warding off blows, and the other in 
feeling, as I thought, for a cane on the floor, beside or 
before him. I saw Mr. Griswold at this time on the 
open floor directly before him, beating him with all the 
strength and dexterity apparently in his power, with a 
cane of the stoutest kind of American made hickory, 
and repeating his blows as fast as I thought he could 
make them. Under this pressure, Mr. Lyon, in a de- 
fenceless state, made out of his seat side-ways, being 
hemmed in before and behind by the desks and seats, 


so that it was wholly out of his power to escape a single - 
blow, or to interrupt Mr. Griswold in the act of beating “: 


him. Immediately, I myself, for one, rose in my seat, 
and loudly and repeatedly called out to. the Chair for 
order. 
House; but I did not observe or hear any effort from 
the Speaker to restore it, or any personal attempt by 
any one near to interfere and prevent the attack. -On 


‘the contrary, I think I distinctly heard the Speaker ` 
reply that the House had not yet been called to order, © 
As soon as Mr. | 
Lyon had got out of the row of seats, he made towards 4 


as a reason for not interfering at all. 


Mr. Griswold, and made every effort to close with him, 
as it appeared to me. 


the noise of the tongs, and immediately. after saw them 


be each other, Mr. Griswold partly. upon Mr. Lyon. 
H 


i gaged, and called out to part them. I heard the same 
cry from behind the Chair, and I also heard. the oppo- 
| site cry from others, not to part them. Mr. Havens 
| and myself each took hold of Mr. Griswold’s legs, and, 
I think, together, drew him off from Mr. Lyon. At.the 
Lyon. When the Speaker observed Mr. Havens and 
warmth, as if thereby to prevent.our interfering, called 
| out, in substance, as nearly as I can recollect, “ What! 
| take hold of a man by the legs!—that-is no way to take 
-hold of him.” Notwithstanding, I persevered, and, I 
| think, Mr. Havens assisted me, in drawing Mr. Gris- 


|! wold apart from Mr. Lyon. Mr. Lyon went direct P 
| from that place to his seat, where he got a small cane, |} 


| and went from thence south of the bar, where I saw 
| him and Mr. Griswold soon after meeting, and Mr. 
: Lyon making up to him—Mr. Griswold retiring from 
i Mr. Lyon, and Mr. Lyon making a blow at him with 
| his cane, which Mr. Griswold, I think, received on his 
: arm or shoulder. 


The loud cry of “ order” from all parts of the House, 
.and from the Chair, here put an end to the affray. 


I heard the same call from different parts of the |; 


Mr. Griswold, on his part, avoid- ` 
| ed this, by holding him off with his left arm, stepping ~ 

back, and continuing to beat Mr. Lyon with his cane, $ 
| as before, until in this way they both got- to the fire- ” 
place, to the left of the Speaker’s chair. I then heard | 


| have hold of each other, and Mr. Griswold’s cane falling - 
out of his hand. Soon after they both fell, having hold ` 


At this time I got to the place where they were en- © 


same time, I think, I saw others have-hold of Mr. | 


myself taking hold of Mr Griswold, he; with apparent ` 


it ia a a T T EE E EA T E C ENTA 
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Mr. Griswold’s cane was here delivered to him by Mr. | stick, which he had-lost in the first rencontre.: : Mr. 
Sitgreaves, I think, just ashe stepped within the bar, Lyon, also, after striking, stepped back from the water- 
which he took from thence, I think, direct to his seat— | stand, elevated his stick, and stood in-an attitude of de- 
Mr. Lyon remained without -the bar ; and: thus the | fence. Now it was that the Speaker called to order, 
affray ended, and the House proceeded to. business. and no other conflict ensued.. Mr. Griswold presently’ 
: 4 LUCAS ELMENDORPH. | | returned to his seat, and Mr. Lyon remained at: the 
- Sworn and subscribed the 17th of February, 1798. water-stand. a meS 

Coram: RENOLD. KEEN. „The above detail is as- correct as my memory. serves 
me to give of so unexpected a fracas within. the walls 
of the House. _ 


No. 10. : 
Mr. Stanford's Testimony. 

"When the riot commenced in the Hall of Congress, 
on the morning of the 15th instant, between Mr. Gris- 
wold, and Mr. Lyon, it was about twenty or thirty min- 
utes after eleven o’clock. Prayers were over, but the 
House not yet called to order. Sitting in my chair, I 
was attentively reading some letters I had just re- 
čeived. In an’ instant, the sudden bustle arrested my 
notice. Not. having observed either of the parties en- 
ter’ the Hall; I then saw Mr. Griswold on the area 
of the floor, with àn apparently heavy stick, making 
à blow (perhaps not the first) at Mr. Lyon, who was 
between his desk and chair, in an half rising position. 
This: blow, I think, he received on his left arm or 
shoulder, and -a second- as he was disengaging him- 
self from among the desks and chairs. Once possess- 
ing the floor, he essayed to join Mr. Griswold, who 
evaded him’ by a retrograde step, and. a third blow, 
“which fell upon Mr. Lyon’s head, his hat being off. 

Then beating back a little to the left of the Speaker’s 

desk as Mr. Griswold approached, repeating his strokes, 
| Mr. Lyon again attempted to. close in with him, but 

- failed, and made. suddenly behind the Speaker’s desk, 
| which, with the crowding members, for a moment in- 
| tercepted my view. Then instantly again I saw, Mr. 
Lyon with a pair of tongs elevated for a stroke at 
Mr. Griswold, which seemed to be somehow parried, 


s0 as not to be fully made. A collision, E think, of jE i 
the stick, tongs and persons now took place—Mr. Gris- unfortunately present when the affair occurred 


| wold about: this time lost his stick: thus clung, they to which the evidence referred, many, however, 
came down together. The fall, I rather think, I did | Were not in the House, and those who would wish 
not: see, from the intervening members; but, when | tO see the evidence; he himself was not present, 
down, they appeared to be grappled about the head and wished to see it. He hoped therefore it 
and shoulders, and Mr.: Griswold rather uppermost, would be printed. : E 
The. confusion of the House was great, and the cry The motion for printing was -put and car 
E of “Part them” pretty general. Thus, while some A NEE EEES 
E gentlemen were disentangling their hands, others had FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


Mr. Griswold by the legs, and were pulling him away, N P x | to postpone thei 
which was effected. finished business relative to foreign intercout 


~The Speaker, standing on the steps of his desk, until Monday next, as he wished it to be deferred . 
gaid that it was either unfair or ungentlemanly to | until the report of the Committee of Privileges 
take a man thus by the legs. General McDowell then | was decided upon. Botts 
observed, that he (the Speaker) had acted his part in| Mr. Gorpon would agree to the postponement 
the business; and the Speaker asking what he said, | if the gentleman from South Carolina would: 
General McDowell repeated his observation, and the | alter his motion to Thursday, instead of Monday, 
Speaker answered, what could he do, the House was | : Mr, Harrer consented, and the *postponement. 
not called to order, he could not help the event. The | was agreed to. : an 
General replied, he supposed he could not, : 
‘The parties having been separated and left at large, : 
they castally met again, after a small space, at the Wepnespay, February 21. 
south water-stand without the bar, when Mr. Lyon, as TREATY WITH INDIANS. 


| soon ashe appeared to discover who it was, raised his Mr. V f h ‘ See 
stick, which he had got hold off in the interval, and| Mr. Venage, from the committee to. whom 
was referred the amendments of the Senate. to 


| struck Mr. Griswold on the shoulder or arm. The y e a 

stroke was quite light, being hastily made, and with a the bill appropriating a sum of money. for hold- 
stick not very large. Mr. Griswold then beat back to | {ng a treaty with the Indians, respecting. their. 
the entrance of the bar, where some one, I think Mr. | title to lands in the State of Tennessee. or North 


| Sitgreaves, ran, and met him with a similar or the same | Carolina, made a report, recommending an agree- 
5th Con.—34 


R. STANFORD. 
Sworn to and subscribed the 17th of February, 1798. 
Coram: Ruyworp KEEN. ae 


On a motion to read the report a second time 
being made, Me 
Mr. VENABLE said, that one of the select com- 
mittee (Mr. Rurugepes, who. was :to-day indis- 
posed,) had requested that the. business might not 
be taken up to-day, but that: it- might be deferred 
till to-morrow. SE cor ae 
Mr. Srrereaves suggested the proprie 
printing the evidence in the meantime, which 
would prevent any delay in the business). =< 
Mr. Kirrera thought this unnecessary, asthe 
fact to be ascertained had been done in the face 
of so great a part of the House, it would be an 
unnecessary expense to print the evidence. 7 
Mr. Srrereaves said, as it had been thoug! 
necessary to take the evidence, it would surely be 
proper that every member should have it be: 
him. a 
Mr. McDowe.. allowed that the disor 
which this evidence. went to substantiate was 
pretty well known in the House; yet he hoped 
the papers would be printed. PASS 
Mr. Harper said, though many members were 


AR 


Mr. Harper then moved to postpone the un- 
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ment to all the amendments, except one, to which | presumed, the House was neither prepared, at 
they recommended a disagreement. The amend- | present, to admit or deny. They wished to leave 
ments agreed to related to striking out the States | this question undecided, and denied that this 
of Tennessee and North Carolina, leaving the | clause which was introduced for- that purpose, 
direction to the President of the United States, | could be construed as a declaration against the 
in: general terms, to hold such treaty or treaties | right of the claimants to redress from the Govern- 
with the Indians (without mentioning any parti-| ment of the United States. It was intended, and 
cular tribe) as he shall think proper. "The amend-/ could only be so considered, as a saving clause 
ment which the committee recommended to be | against consequences which might be attempted 
dissented from, was in the following words: | to be drawn from the law, and which it was not 
« Provided, Nothing contained in this act shall. be intended to provide for. 
construed to admit an obligation on the part of the) The yeas and nays being called for upon the 
United States to extinguish for the benefit of any | question of concurring with the select committee 
State, or individual citizen, Indian claims to any lands | in their disagreement to this amendment from the 
lying within the territory of the United States.” Senate, they were taken as follows, and stood— 


This amendment produced a debate which | yeas 46, nays 48: 
lasted the greater part of the sitting. It was Yzas—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel 
opposed. by Messrs. W. Cuarorne, Nicuoxas, | Benton, Thomas Blount, Nathan Bryan, Demsey `; 
Venasis, S. Smirn, R. WiLLrams, MeDoweLL, | Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, William C. C. Claiborne, 
Ga.iatin, and Macon, on the ground of its being | Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Thomas T. Davis, John 
a new thing to introduce such a clause-into a| Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, William Findley, John 
bill of this kind; that the bill was complete with- Fowler, Nathaniel Freeman, jr., Albert Gallatin, James 
out it; and that to agree to this amendment, 
would amount to a denial of the claim against 
the United States of the petitioners from the 
State of Tennessee and others, to an extinguish- 


Jonathan N. Havens, David Holmes, Walter Jones, 
Edward Livingston, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, 
James Machir, Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, 


ment of the Indian title to their lands, which they Joseph Mebow a Plas Reve a PEA pe 


Me ee e well founded, and a denial of ‘Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, William Smith,” 
Walch wou e equa I unjust and impolitic; | Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
that it would be best to let this question remain | Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham 
oe for ey peas leaving it to Lane Presi- | Venable; and Robert Williams. . 

ent to act:as he shall see proper; as, if the peti-|  Niyxs—John Allen, Geor : : : 
5 : : E — : ge Baer, jr.,. Bailey Bart- 
tioners and others had a claim, the amendment | lett, James A. Bayard, David Brooks, Stephen Bullock, 


roposed could not take it away; it could, there- | Christ i : J 
fore, have no other effect than a bad one, asit Christopher: Ch, Champlin, John. Ohepiman, simos 


might, and it was believed would, be considered 
as.a declaration against all persons who had 
élaims of this kind against the United States; 
that the persons who would be affected by such a 
declaration were very numerous; that those who 
had been driven from off their lands in the State 
of Tennessee, and who had, in consequence, ex- 
perienced the greatest distress, might be induced, 
from a despair of redress, to go over to the Spanish 
territory, or insist upon holding their lands io de- 
fiance of the late treaty with the Cherokee Indians; 
the former alternative was by no means desirable, 
but the latter might involve the United States in 
a war with the Indians. 

This amendment of the Senate was advocated 
A Messrs. Srrereaves, N. Smirs, HARPER, 

EWALL, Gorpon, Ortis, and Dana, as neces- 
sary to establish the principle upon which the 
law was passed. The business originated, they 
stated, upon a*memorial from the inhabitants of 
Tennessee, whose claims for redress against the 
ae States had always been ae ae 
the ground of justice; whereas it was believed $ 
that the present bill had been agreed to upon the VESSELS CAPTURED OR DETAINED. ; 
ground of policy, by the greater part of those who | | Mr. S. Smıru called up for decision the resolu- 
voted for it. It was necessary, therefore, to in- | tion which he laid upon the table the other day 
troduce a clause of this kind, to show upon what for obtaining from the Collectors of the several: 
ground the law did pass, otherwise it might here- | ports of the United States a statement of vessels 
after be insisted that the law was predicated upon | captured or detained by foreign nations, belong- 
a conviction of the justice of the claims of these | ing to the United States, since the first of July, 
citizens upon the United States, which, it was! 1795. 


Dana, George Dent, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, ©. 
Dwight Foster, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
William. Gordon, Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, 
John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, ‘Thomas 
Hartley, Joseph Heister, William Hindman, Hezekiah 
L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Samuel Lyman, William Matthews, Lewis R. Morris, 
Harrison G. Otis, John Reed, James Schureman;: 
Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, 
Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, Peleg Sprague, 
George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson; 
Thomas Tillinghast, John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wads- 
worth, and John Williams. ; 

The report of the select committee having been 
negatived, the question was now upon agreeing to 
the amendment itself. 

Mr. Bayarp moved to amend the amendment, 
by striking out the word territory, and inserting 
the words, “limits of the United States ;” which 
motion was carried—47 to 41. 

The question on the amendment was then put 
and carried—47 to 46. : 


Gillespie, William Barry Grove, Carter B. Harrison, ` : 


Cochran, Joshua Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. ~ 
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this, 

Mr. Gorpon did not see any necessity for 
adopting this resolution, since the Senate had 
already passed one of a similar tendency. 

Mr. Tuatcner was in favor of the resolution; 
but did not think it went far enough back. 

` Mr: J. Wittrams moved to strike out the first 
July, 1795, in order to insert “ Since the ratifica- 
tion of the British Treaty.” : l 

Mr. S. Smits thought the first of July, 1795, a 
proper. periód; but if the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts would. bring. forward a proposition to 
haye a statement from the commencement of the 
European war, he should. not object.to it.. Many 
attempts had heretofore been made to obtain a cor- 
rect list of captures, but it-had never been effected. 
The last session an imperfect account was laid 
before the House collected from newspapers; he 
believed the. course now proposed would produce 
more satisfaction than had yet been obtained on 
this head. 

Mr. THATCHER moved that the statement should 
commence from the ‘first of October, 1792, when 
neutral vessels were first stopped in the ports of 
England, a period which was a few months pre- 
vious to the breaking out of the war between 
France and England. 

- “Mr. S. Smira consented to this alteration. 
Mx. Harper moved to strike out the 1st of Oc- 
tober, 1792; for the purpose of inserting “ from the 
ratification of the British Treaty.” He did not 
see why the House should ask for a long story of 
captures since the year 1792. The object required 
was a simple one, and lay within a much nar- 
rower compass. It was merely to obtain a com- 
parative ‘statement of captures made by France 
and England within a certain period. To take 
the account so far back, would only serve to re- 
tard the inquiry, without being of any real use. 

The question was put on this amendment and 
negatived, there being only 23 votes in favor of it. 

The question then recurred on the resolution as 
amended by Mr. THaTcueEr’s proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to add, “ and for what cause.” 
He did not know that the proposed inquiry could 
be of any other use than to satisfy curiosity; but, 
if any part of it could be of use, he thought it 
would be well to have the causes of capture as- | 
signed. 

Mr. Oris hoped this amendment would not ob- 
tain, as it would be very puzzling, indeed, to 


know for what cause our vessels had been de- | 


spoiled and captured. , k 
Mr. J. Witwiams said, if it were possible to dis- 
tinguish between fair and illicit traders, among 


the captures, he should be glad; but he | 


this object could not be accomplished. 

Mr. Srrereaves remarked, that though the 
Collectors could not in all cases give an answer to 
this inquiry, they might in some. Indeed, he did 


Committee of Privileges. 


THURSDAY, February 22. 


The usual time of calling the House t 
being arrived, the Clerk desired members 
their seats; which being done, ©. i 

Mr. Kirrera said, the Speaker had desired 
him to inform the House that he was so.much in- 
disposed as to be unable to attend the House to- 


day. Mr. K. suggested the propriety, thi 
of adjourning the orders of to-day till to-mortr 
Mr. J. Wititams did not see a necessity for this 
He thought the House might informally go int 
Commitiee of the Whole on the report: of 
He had seen this cours 
taken in other Legislative bodies, and as it would 
be the means of saving a day, he hoped this mode 
would now be adopted. a A 
Mr. TuarcaerR hoped gentlemen would., 
consent to go on with business in an info 
manner, since it was evident they were suffici 
informal with all their forms. ` oe 
Mr. Harrison inquired if there was any pro 
bility that the Speaker would be able to a 
the House to-morrow. If not, he should b 
choosing a temporary Speaker. a Gs 
Mr. Krrrera said, the indisposition of the 
Speaker was occasioned by a severe head 
to which he was subject; that. it generall 
tinued for six or eight hours, and afterw: 
was perfectly well. ree 
The question for postponement of the ord 
the day till to-morrow was then put 
and carried; and then the House a 
to-morrow. f 


ouen 


Fripay, February 23.: KEE 


The bill providing for the widows and orphans: 
of certain deceased officers, was read “the. third 
time, and passed. rang con 


REVENUE STATEMENTS. 


A communication was laid before the House 
by the Speaker, from the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, enclosing sundry documents prepared by the 
late Commissioner of the Revenue, in-consequence: 
of a resolution of the House of the 6thof January, 
1798, requiring to be laid before the House every 
session, within ten days after its meeting, a state- 
ment of the nett. produce of the Internal Revenues, 
the salaries of the Collectors, &c., for the year 
preceding. The Secretary apologizes’ for not 
having made the communication sooner. - It was: 
ordered to be printed. r 
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r: . CITY. OF WASHINGTON. ; 
.. The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States: 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
` Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
The enclosed memorial from the Commissioners ap- 


pointed under an act of the United States, entitled 


“An act for establishing the temporary and permanent 
seat of the Government of the United States,” repre- 


senting the situation and circumstances of the city of 


Washington, I take this opportunity to present to both 
Houses of the Legislature, and recommend to their con- 
sideration. Alexander White, Esq., oneof those Com- 
missioners, is now in this city, and willbe.able to give to 
Congress, or any of their committees, any explanation 
or further information which the subject may require. 

: JOHN ADAMS. 
“Unrren Srares, February 23, 1798. 


The. Message and the memorial accompanying 
it.(which prays further assistance from Congress 
in, behalf of the Federal City) were ordered to be 
printed, and were referred to a committee of the 
Flowing gentlemen, viz: Messrs. Craix, Sit- 
GREAVES, BRENT, STANFORD, VARNUM, ALLEN, and 
SUMTER. ; 


CASE OF GRISWOLD AND LYON. 


The House proceeded to consider the report of 


the Committee of Privileges, of the twentieth in- 
fant; and the same being again read in the words 
following, to wit: 

“The Committee of Privileges, to whom was referred 
` a resolution in the following words, to wit : ‘‘ Resolved, 


That’ Roger Griswold and Matthew Lyon, members of 


this House, for riotous and disorderly behaviour, com- 
Mitted in the House, be expelled therefrom,” with in- 
structions to report the evidence in writing, have, ac- 
cording to the order of the House, proceeded to take the 
evidence, which they herewith report; and they report 
farther, that it is their opinion that the said resolution be 
disagreed to. 

Mr. Davis said he hoped the House would dis- 
agree to the report of their Committee of Privi- 
leges; after this was done, the resolution could be 
altered in such a manner as gentlemen might 
think proper. 

Mr. Denr called for the yeas and nays. Agreed 
to be taken. 

Mr. Srrereaves said there were many consider- 
ations which should incline the House to come to 
a decision upon the present business without en- 
tering into any unnecessary discussion ; and there 
were others which should lead them to avoid 
coming to an immediate decision. He should, 


therefore, move that the further consideration of 


oe subject be postponed until the 4th of March, 
1799. 


Mr. Nicnowas called for the yeas and nays upon 
this question ; which being agreed to, were taken, 


and. siood—yeas 38, nays 53, as follows: 

. Nnas—John Allen, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay 
ard, David Brooks, Stephen Bullock, Christopher G- 
Champlin, John Chapman, James Cochran, Joshua Coit, 


Samuel W. Dana, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jona- 
than Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Wil- 
liam Gordon, Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, He- 


zekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kit- 
tera, Samuel Lyman, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison. G. 
Otis, Isaac Parker, John Reed, John. Rutledge, junior, 
Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, 
Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, Peleg “prague, 
George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark .Thom:on, 
John E. Van Alen, and. John Williams. ` 
Nays—George Baer, jr., Abraham Baldwin,. David 
Bard, Lemuel Benton, Thomas Blount, Nathan Bryan, 
Demsey Burges, samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, 
William C. C. Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clop- 
ton, William Craik, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
George Dent, Lucas Elmendorph, Thomas Evans, Wil- 
liam Findley, Albert Gallatin, William B. Giles, James 
Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Ha- 
vens, Joseph Heiter, David Holmes, Walter Jones, 
Edward. Livingston, Matthew Locke, James Machir, Na- 
thaniel Macon, William Matthews, Blair McClenachan, 
Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, William 
Smith, Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas 
Sumter, Thomas Tillinghast, Abram. Trigg, John 
Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, Peleg 
Wadsworth, and Robert Williams. i i 


The motion for postponement. being lost, the 
question on agreeing to the report of the commit- 
tee recurred. ` 


Mr. Bayar believed it would. not be in order 
to call for a division of the question. The reso- 
lution implicated two persons, which he thought 
improper. If the report of the committee was, 
however, disagreed to, he supposed it would then 

2 in order to move for a division of the question. 
He should, therefore, vote against the report as he 
wished the cases to be separately considered, as 
they stood on distinct ground, and were not attend- 
ed with the same circumstances ; and, reasoning 
from analogy, he knew. vf no instance in.a Court 
of Justice, where two persons had ever been. in- 
cluded in the same charge when their crimes were 
different. Ifthe situation of both these gentlemen 
had been the same, there might have been. propri- 
ety in coupling them together ;. but as this was 
not the case, he was opposed to taking an opinion 
upon both together. 

Mr. McDowsE tt thought it. would be proper to 
take the same course in this business as was taken 
in a former,gase. He moved, therefore, that the 
report be reda second time, for the. purpose of 
committing,.it to a Committee of the. whole 
House. f 

Mr. Gorpon was opposed to this mode of pro- 
ceeding. Every one knew the question, and were 
as well prepared to decide upon it now, as they 
would be after going into a committee upon it. 

Mr. Gives thought it would comport more with 
the dignity of the House to decide this business 
without going into a Committee of the Whole, as 
he believed every one had made up his mind upon 
it. If gentlemen intended by the course hereto- 
fore taken to raise the dignity of the House, he 
thought they had deceived themselves; for he be- 
lieved the House was never in a less dignified atti- 
tude than during that discussion. : 

Mr. McDoweLL thought the mode he had point- 
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ed out necessary, for the sake of uniformity; but, | from Connecticut was committed before the House 


as other gentlemen seemed to think it unnecessary, 
he would withdraw. his motion. 

Mr. R: Wittiams wished to know whether it 
would be in order to amend the report.of the Com- 


mittee of Privileges, or to suggest the propriety of 


disagreeing to it, for the purpose of substituting a 
different punishment from that proposed, viz: that 
the offending members should be reprimanded by 
the Speaker in the ‘presence of the House? He 
believed that a punishment of this kind would 
satisfy many gentlemen who did not wish to expel 
the members, but who, at the same time, did not 
wish they should go unpunished. $ 

The Spraker said that motion would be in 
order after the report of the committee was decided 
upon. a , pan 
Mr. GALLATIN remarked, that if the report was 


agreed to, the resolution for an expulsion would of 


course be negatived, and then any other proposi- 


tion would be in order; and, on the other. hand, if 


the report was disagreed to, the resolution would 
be before them, and open to amendment. Mr.G. 
said he rose to make an observation. upon. what 
fell from the gentleman from Delaware (Mr. Bay- 
arp.) That gentleman had said he would vote 
against the report, because he wished to distinguish 
between the two members. The reason which he 
gave, though he might. have good reasons for his 
vote, did not appear to him to be correct. That 


gentleman seemed to suppose that the facts for’ 


which the two members were to be expelled, were 
facts committed at different times, and of a differ- 
` ent ‘nature; whereas the. facts for which both 

were proposed to be expelled, were offences of the 
same nature, and’ committed on the same day- 
What related to the previous conduct of the mem- 


- ber from Vermont, was not now under considera- 


tion... In order to have that conduct before them, 
it would be necessary that a reconsideration of it 
should be moved. by a- member who voted 
against that member’s expulsion, and seconded 
by another member. who voted on the same side 
of the question. The argument of the gentleman 
from Delaware, therefore, did not apply. He said, 
he should himself vote in favor of the report of the 
Committee of Privileges: He was against ex- 
pelling either of the gentlemen. 

Mr. Dana agreed with the gentleman last up, in 
his conclusions; but he did not seem rightly to 
have understood the argument of the gentleman 
from Delaware. If the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania was acquainted with legal principles, with 
established principles relative to punishment, he 
must know that‘no persons can be charged jointly 
with an offence, except jointly guilty, and except 
they had mutually agreed to commit the offence. 
The resolution, in its present form, therefore, of- 
fended against established maxims of propriety. 

Mr. Bayar said, the statement of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania was not correct. He had 
stated that the offences of the two members were 
the same in circumstances, and committed at the 
satne time. He apprehended the two cases were 
yery distinct; as, by the depositions before the 
House, it appeared that the offence of the member 


was called to order, and that the offence of the 
member from Vermont was committed after the 
House was-called to order. The argument ‘most 
depended upon in a former casé, against the ex- 
pulsion of the member from Vermont, was ‘that 
which insisted that the act of violence complained 
of being committed when the House was not in 
session, was not a cause of expulsion. If this arga- 
ment had weight at that time, it ought also to have 
weight in the present case. It would, therefore, 
be the height of’ injustice to blend the two:cases. 
together ; since there might be cause for expelling 
one member.and not. the other. å ae 
The SPEAKER observed. that everything which 
had been said with. respect toa division of the 
question was out of ‘order, as it could not be divid- 
ed.. He would also remark, in order. to shorten. 
the debate, that the House was not called toorder 
when the stroke was ‘made by the member from 
Vermont, upon. the member from Connecticut 
without the bar of the House. Beta pantry pe 
Mr. Harper asked, if the report of the commit- 
tee should not be agreed to, whether the resolution 
might not then be agreed to? e Ee 
The SPEAKER i it could not-.be divided ; 


but a separate resolution might be brought. for- 
ward. ; 


Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, An Ga 
John A. Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, Thomas Hat 
Jonathan N. Havens, William Hindman, Hezek 
Hosmer, James H. Imlay, Walter Jones, Bat 
Livingston, Matthew Locke, Samuel Lyman, N: 
iel Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell; 
Milledge, Lewis R. Morris, Anthony New, John : 
olas, Harrison G. Otis, Isaac Parker, John Read, Jólin 
Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, ‘William Shepard, Tho: 
mas Sinnickson, Samucl Sitgreaves, Tompson J. Skin 
ner, Nathaniel Smith, Samuel Smith,» Willidm Smith; 
Peleg Sprague, Richard. Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, 
Thomas Sumter, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, 
Mark Thomson, Abram Trigg, John E. Van Alen, Jo- 
seph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, John: ‘Williams, 
and Robert Williams. Ba ah rags 
Naxs—George Baer, jr., David Bard, Lemuel Bén- 
ton, Thomas Blount, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, 
William Craik, Thomas T. Davis, George Dent, Thomas 
Evans, Willam Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
Joseph Heister, David Holmes, John Wilkes Kittéra, 
James Machir, William Matthews, Thomas Tillin 


John Trigg, and Peleg Wadsworth. > oe 
The resolution for an expulsion having Vee 
disagieéd to, eee 
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:Mr. R. WiLurams proposed a resolution in the 
following words: : 

“ Resolved, That Roger Griswold and Matthew Lyon, 
for riotous and disorderly behaviour in this House, are 
highly censurable, and that they be reprimanded -bý 
the Speaker in the presence of this House.” 

~ Mr. Harper moved the previous question upon 
this resolution. He did it, he said, upon this 
ground. The House had just decided, and they 
had lately decided in another instance, that disor- 
derly conduct shall not be punished by expulsion ; 
and it was his opinion that no less punishment 
than expulsion ought to be inflicted, as he was un- 
willing to diminish the reprehensive power of the 
House, by inflicting what he thought inadequate 
punishment for offences of this nature. If there 
were any gentlemen who thought this conduct 
excusable, and that it ought not to be punished, 
they would, of course, vote in favor of the previ- 
ous question ; and those who thought with him, 
that both ought to. be expelled, would also vote in 
favor of it. 

«Mr. NicHowas called for the yeas and nays upon 
this question. _ Agreed to be taken. 

Mr, GauuaTin said, by the gentleman from South 
Carolina having moved the previous question, he 


had excluded any-discussion upon the merits of 


the main question. Mr. G. wished some reasons 
might be given why the main question ought not to 
be put. Those given by the gentleman from South 
Carolina were applicable to the resolution itself: 
they were reasons why he should vote against the 
resolution, but they did not strike him as reasons 
why the question should not at all be taken. 
“The previous question was then put in this form: 
“Shall the main question (viz: the resolution for 
reprimanding the offending members) now be 
put?” And the yeas and nays were taken, and 
stood—yeas 47, nays 48, as follows: 

. ¥was—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Lemuel Ben- 
ton, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, 
Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Thomas Claiborne, 
‘William Charles Cole Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John 
Clopton, Thomas 'T..Davis, John Dawson, Lucas El- 
mendorph, William Findley, John Fowler, Nathaniel 
Freeman, jun., Albert Gallatin, William B. Giles, James 
Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Carter B. 
Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Matthew 
Locke, ‘Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, Joseph 
McDowell, John Milledge, Anthony New, John Nich- 
olas, Tompson J.Skinner, Samuel Smith, William Smith, 
Richard’ Sprigg, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, Abra- 
ham Venable, and Robert. Williams. 

- Naxs—John Allen, George Baer, jun., Bailey Bart- 
lett, James A. Bayard, David Brooks, Stephen Bullock, 
Christopher G. Champlin, John Chapman, James Coch- 
ran, Joshua Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
George Dent, Thos. Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Fos- 
ter, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Good- 
rich, ‘William’ Gerdon, William Barry Grove, Robert 
Goodloe. Harper, Thomas Hartley, William Hindman, 
Hezekiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, William Mat- 
thews, Lewis R. Morris, Hartison G. Otis, Isaac Parker, 


John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sewall, Wil- 
liam Shepard, Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, 
Nathaniel Smith, Peleg Sprague, George Thatcher, 
Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, Thomas Tillinghast, 
John E. Van Alen, Peleg Wadsworth, and John Wil- 
liams. 

RELIEF TO AMERICAN SEAMEN. 

Mr. Livinaston then moved the order of the day 
on the report of the Committee of the Whole on 
the bill for the relief and protection of American 
seamen; when the amendment requiring masters 
of vessels to give bond for the return of their sea: 
men, or to render a proper account of them, came 
again under discussion, but some difference of opin- 
ion arising upon the propriety of the clause, a 
motion was made to recommit the bill toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole, which was carried, and it 


‘was made the order of-the day for Monday. 


MONDAY, February 26. 


Mr. THATCHER, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, made a report on the peti- 
tion of certain deputy postmasters, who prayed 
that a declaration might be made of the law re- 
specting their liability for bank notes, &c., which 
pass through their hands. The committee recom- 
mend that this subject should be left, for the pre- 
sent, to the decision of the courts of law. ‘ Ordered 
to lie on the table. 9 

Mr. Denr, from the committee to whom was 
referred the resolution proposing that persons’ at- 
tending the House for the purpose of reporting the 
debates, should be admitted to take their places 
within the bar of the House, reported it as the 
opinion of the committee that the resolution ought — 
to be rejected. This report was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, to whom has. been 
referred other propositions for amending the stand- 
ing rules of the House. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, instructed to inquire whether any, and, if 
any, what alterations were necessary in the act 
laying a duty on licenses for the sale of wines and 
foreign spirits by retail, reported it as their opin- 
ion that it will not be expedient to make any 
alteration therein at the present time. Con- 
curred in. ; 

Mr. N. Smir, from the committee to whom 
it was referred to inquire into the propriety of mak- 
ing any alteration in the insolvent law, reported 
it to be their opinion that the law ought to be 
so altered and amended as to extend to persons 
imprisoned in civil causes at the suit of the United 
States. Committed for to morrow. 


DUTY ON CARRIAGES. 


Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, stated that the committee had received 
certain information on the subject of the carriage 
duty, which led them to believe an alteration would 
be necessary in thelaw. This opinion was founded 
on a letter from the Supervisor of South. Car- 
lina, who stated that one of the Collectors in his 
district, from a failure of due payment, had’ to 
ride forty miles to collect two dollars; for which 
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service, according to the penalty by law of 25 per 
cent. on persons neglecting to pay their duty at 
the proper’ office, he only received half a dollar; 
and that except some alteration was made in the 
law, no Collector would hold an ‘office which 
subjected him to such service. The committee, 
therefore, proposed to alter the penalty of 25 per 
cent. to 50 per cent., and reported the following 
resolution-to the House for adoption. 


« Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
have leave to bring in a bill for amending the act. for 
laying a duty on carriages for the conveyance of per- 
sons.” © i 

An agreement to this resolution was objected to. 
It was observed that the Committee of Ways and 
Means ought to have stated the reason which in- 
duced them to believe an alteration was neces- 
sary in the law; that a single instance of com- 
plaint was not sufficient to induce a change ; that, 
though in this particular case the officer had to 
ride forty miles to collect the duty in question, few 
similar cases could be produced where such a 


journey would be necessary for the collection of 
so small a sum; and that it would be imprudent 
to double the penalty upon the whole United 
States, because of a few cases of this sort. 

‘A motion was first made to commit this resolu- 


tion to a Committee of the Whole, which was 
negatived—41 to 38. 


EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES. 


“Mr. Kirrera said, as some inconvenience had 
lately been experienced in the examination of wit- 
nesses before the House and its committees, he 
would propose a resolution, in order to remove this 
inconvenience in future. It was to the following 
effect: 

« Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the propriety of authorizing the President of the 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
or the Chairman of a Committee ofthe Whole, or the 
Chairman of a committee of either House, to adminis- 


ter an oath or affirmation in any case under investiga- 


tion, in which an oath or affirmation may be necessary, 
and that, they report by bill or otherwise.” 


The motion was agreed to, and a committee of 


three appointed. 
STAMP DUTIES. 


Mr. Harrer moved that the unfinished busi- 
ness be postponed, in order to take up the bill pro- 
posing an alteration in the law imposing certain 
stamp duties, as it was necessary to come to an 
early decision upon that subject, three months’ 
public notice should be given before the time at 
which the law was to take effect. The Secretary 
of the Treasury, he said, was also at this time 
making out instructions for the Supervisors, and 
waited the passing of the law in question, before 
he could complete them. As there had been a 
proposition for a repeal of the law referred to the 
same Committee of the Whole, he supposed it 
would be necessary first to dispose of that before 
they could, with propriety, go on to make altera- 
tions in the law itself. He hoped, therefore, this 
business would be gone into. 


House accordingly resolved itself intoa Com 
tee of the Whole. on this. subject, when the | 
port of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
the petition from citizens of Southampton, Sus; 
sex, and Prince George, in Virginia, who prayed 
for a repeal of the law, having been read, which, 
stated that it would be inexpedient to repeal the 
same, ae 


upon agreeing to the report of the Committ 
Ways and Means; which was negatived—47 


upon the resolution, which he proposed’ 
adoption of the House, which had also been. 
red to the same Committee of the Whole. = It 
in the following words: ee ; 


jority; and he could not conceive any 


“THorR. 


The motion was put and carried; and 4 


Mr. Harrison called for the reading of the pe- 


tition itself; which was read accordingly. ` 


The question was then put, without debate, 


f 


Mr. Tittinenast then called for a dec’ 


«“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to: ring: 


in a bill to repeal the act for laying a duty on:stam, 
vellum, parchment, and paper?’ gee 


This question was taken, also without debate, 


and carried—49 to 36. 


The committee then rose, and the House.t 
up the report. The first vote was concurr 
and the yeas and nays were called upon’ 

Mr. Harper moved to amend the resolu 
inserting, instead of “a committee be app 
the Committee of Ways and Means be 
&c. Agreed to. Bee aera! 

Mr. Corr said, he had not the vanity’to 
pose that anything which he could say could i 
the vote which had just been taken. He. rather 
rose to call forth observations from others. ` 
act had passed last session by a considera 


that had taken place since that time which should 


2 
but as he understood a land tax ‘was still intended 
to be brought forward, he should be for repealing 
the stamp tax; if he did not, he believed. they 
should have both a stamp tax and a direct tax, 
which he by no means wished. © e S 

Mr. Harper wished the gentleman last up had 
reserved his vote until he saw that a land'tax 
would be brought forward. He had not ‘heard 
such a thing suggested this session ; it was gen- 
erally believed that such a tax would be unneces- 
sary. The stamp tax was last session understood 
to be a substitute for a land tax; but if gentlemen 
now thought a land tax would be preferable, they 
might be acting consistently in voting for. the 
present repeal. By a moderate degree of atten- 
tion to the revenues of this country, it would: be 
seen that, with the aid of the proposed duty on 
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tax... The question was between a land tax and a 


st ap durya and he was willing for the people of 
the United States to determine who studied their 
eonvenience most, they who favored a stamp tax, 
or who favored a land tax. He knew there 


were certain gentlemen in that House who seem- 
ed to make a direct tax an article of their creed, 
as the Quakers make the abolition of slavery an 
article of theirs. He was willing they should 
abide the consequences of such a system ; he pre- 
ferred a stamp tax. If gentlemen were not pre- 

ared to vote upon this question until they see a 
statement of the revenue, of course its decision 
had better be deferred; but if they are ready to 
vote upon it, and to dispense with a revenue of 
from 200,000 to $400,000 a year, it was more 
than he wished to do. For the present, he be- 
lieved the stampact might be dispensed with; 
büt, in the year 1801, there would be an addition- 
al-sum of $1,200,000 a year wanted to meet 
the instalments of our foreign debt, which must 
be provided for. 

Mr. S. Smiru was glad to find that the gentle- 
man from South Carolina is now convinced that 
the revenue of the United States is fully compe- 
tent to meet all its expenses. He believed the 
gentleman was much mistaken when he spoke 
of the stamp duties as being likely to produce 
$400,000; he believed $100,000 was the extent of 
what could be expected from that source. The 
House had been frequently told that the internal 
duties on spirits would produce $400,000, where- 
asthe last return, he believed, was $178,000. It 
was wrong thus to deceive by unfounded estima- 
tions. The gentleman from South Carolina, and 
others who voted with him, had heretofore stated 
the impost duties at five millions, but it now ap- 
peared that those who had estimated them at up- 
‘wards of six millions were right in their calcula- 
tions. In 1796, they amounted to nearly eight 


millions; so that this difference between. their 
calculation and the real amount, would be suffi- 


{cient to meet the demands which Government 


would have to provide for in the year 1801. He 


j had always been of opinion that the revenues of. 


the United States would not decline, but go on 
increasing ; experience had justified this opinion. 
Since the year 1796 additional impost duties had 
been laid, and and it was not yet known how. 
much these would produce; but he believed it 
would be sufficient to enable Government to meet 
the instalments of foreign debt as they became. 
due; and, if so, it would certainly be desirable to 
do away a tax which was odious to the people in 
general, and would be oppressive to a certain de- 
scription of persons in the United States. When 
the stamp law was passed, to prevent its being 
genet offensive, the duties had been confined 
principally to instruments used by merchants, 
Upon the single article of a bill of lading, 50 cents 
duty was laid, though in England it was only 6 
pence. . Believing the present revenue to be suffi- 
cient for every purpose, he hoped the repeal would 
take place. Indeed, the gentleman from South 
Carolina believed, with the stamp tax,-it would 
be sufficient for every purpose, and equal to the 
building of a navy ; he must allow, therefore, that 
it would be sufficient, if the navy was left out of 
the question. When the Legislature determined 
upon building a navy, he would join that gentlé- 
man in providing the means of effecting ‘it; but, 
until that was done, he saw no necessity for pro- 
viding for that object. ae 
Mr. Cuampuin said he should vote in favor of 
the repeal ; but he should not do it from any popu- 
lar odium which might be affixed to the name .of 
stamp tax. This tax certainly bore no affinity to 
the stamp tax proposed to be laid upon this. coun-. 
try by Great Britain, without our consent. It 
was not the tax itself to which. the ‘people were 
at that time opposed, but to the principle upon 
which it was founded. In proof of this it would 
be recollected that a duty on tea met with the 
same opposition. Mr. C. said he had not changed 
his opinion on this subject; he voted against the 
bill imposing this tax in every stage. He did not 
know that a bill imposing a stamp duty, however 
framed, should be imposed; but the present law 
would bear very hard upon the merchants of the 
United States, who were the insurers of our reve- 
nue. It was for this reason, and not because it 
was a stamp tax, that he was opposed to it. He 
found out of sixteen or eighteen instruments pro- 
posed to be stamped, thirteen of them particular- 
ly applied to merchants, so that three-fourths or 
four-fifths of the whole duty to be collected would 
be received from this source; and as he could not 
conceive that it was the wish of that House to 
oppress any particular class of citizens, he trusted 
the law would be repealed. 
Mr. Crax did notriseto go intothe meritsof the 
stamp act, nor to’charge the gentleman from 
Rhode Island with having changed his opinion: 
The fact was, that a very considerable change 
had taken place in the opinions of that House 
since the last session; nor had he heard of any 
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decide the present question.. So that the same 
reason’ which induced gentlemen to vote for a 
stamp‘act last year, might now induce them to 
vote for its‘repeal. If the question for -postpone 
ment was. lost, Mr. G. said, he would: offer some 
observations upon the merits of the main question: 
Mr. J. Witttams: hoped the motion for post+ 
ponement would be agreed to. He thought itde- 
sirable that the House should have some informa- 
tion with respect to our situation with the Powers 
of Europe, before this question was decided, as, 
till that was received, no-one could estimate what 
expenses might -be necessary to be incurred.. He 
hoped no extraordinary expenses would be neces- 
sary ; but it might be otherwise. If the subject 
was. postponed, other sources of revenue might 
come before them. He expected a report shortly 
on the subject. of drawbacks. Last ‘year the 
amount paid under this head was $4,874,050. From: 
this a handsome sum might, be raised without 
having recourse to stamp duties. He hoped: the 
Committee of Ways and Means would, in the 
meantime, report on the resolution referred to 
them relative to the system. of direct taxes, and’ 
he trusted the report would be against it. If at 
the end of three weeks this stamp tax should ap- 
pear unnecessary, there could be no difference of 
opinion asto the propriety of a repeal of it... If. 
however, more revenue was to be raised, he would 
be in favor of a stamp duty in preference'to aland © 
tax. a 
Mr. Sirereaves was against the motion for post- 
onement. The House had lately been familiare 
ised to calculations on the saving of expense, m 
order to prevent unnecessary debate. He thought 
the House was now running into a debate whieh 
would have no good end. It was well known that 
a proposition, originating in the same quarter with 
this (State of Rhode Island) had been before the 
other branch of the Legislature, and had been ne- 
gatived by so large a majority, as to make it neces 
sary to spend much time in debating the: subject 
in that House. [A call to order.} Mr. S- did 
not wish to say anything disorderly; but there 
could be no doubt, from the decision he had: no- 
ticed, that the business would receive its coup:de 
grace in the Sentate. y ae 
Mr. Harrer was not of opinion that. this mo- 
tion ought to be rejected. No doubt there was 
information. enough to convince gentlemen that 
the resolution ought to be rejected; but it appeared 
by the vote which had been taken, that the infor- 
mation laid. before gentlemen had not been suffi: 
ciently attended to, and he thought there were 
other statements which would have a powerful’ 
influence on this question. He denied that the 
stamp act was exclusively appropriated. for the. 
refunding of the $800,000 to be borrowed by the 
President. In contemplation of what event. was 
this stamp duty laid? It would be recollected: 
that it was to provide for that expense which 
would be consequent on a situation of things. into 
which we might be drawn by our unadjusted dif- 
ferences with a foreign Power. The Congress 
met at their extraordinary session under a strong 
impression that this event would take place; and 


i thing which could have induced the change. He 
< supposed it arose from a want of information. 
| The only good reason which he had heard for the 
= repeal was, that our revenues. were fully equal to 
our expenses. If this ground could be supported 
Fit would go to the rejection of any tax whatever, 
| and would be a sufficient reason for repealing the 
| law in question; but before the House decided 
(this question they ought to have better informa- 
tion before them than they had at present. The 
| Committee of Ways and Means had not. yet re- 
| ported a view of the revenue,and the expenses to 
| be met; he, therefore, thought it would be proper 
| to wait for this statement; for, if it should turn 
” out that additional revenue is: necessary, and that 
if the stamp act should not be carried into effect 
some other tax must be levied, it would alter the 
state of the. case.. He therefore moved to post- 
pone the decision of this question until this day 
three weeks, by. which time the House would 
have received all necessary information on the 
subject. 

Mr. Trwuinenast.. hoped the Committee of 
Ways and: Means would be instructed to bring in 
a bill: If gentlemen’ wanted further information 
they might, in the mean time, obtain it, especially 
as the bill, when reported; might be made the or- 
: der fora distant day. 

“Mr. GALLATIN said, if the gentleman who made 
l the motion for postponement had had the infor- 
-= mation before him which was before the House 
when the stamp act passed, he would not have 
| made it, because it was not in the power of the 
E Committee of Ways and Means to give any in- 
| formation beyond what was before the House. If 
gentlemen had attended to the statements which 
had been laid before them, they must be as well 
aequainted with the situation of the revenue, as 
the Committee of Waysand Means. Everything 
beyond these statements, he said, was conjecture, 
and every member might form his own. Being 
| precluded, by the motion for a postponement, from 
| entering into the merits of the question, he should 
 -be-obliged to confine his remarks to a narrow 
© compass. The stamp act, Mr. G. said, was passed 
= for five years, and for what, he asked, was its pro- 
‘duce appropriated? . It would be well recollected 
that the President of the United States was au- 
thorized to borrow $800,000 to defray the extra- 
ordinary expenses of the measure agreed upon du- 
ring the Summer session. The-amount produced 
by the stamp act was solely appropriated to the 
replacing of this loan; but that loan had not been, 
nor could it be, carried into effect. The money 
could not be borrowed,so that no provision was ne- 
vessary for the refunding it. With respect to the 
current revenue, Mr. G. said, the House had full 
informatiop before them. About $1,100,000 of 
the principal debt of the United States has been 
paid out of the current revenue, exclusively of 
what has been paid out of the bank stock. In 
December, 1797, the balance of cash in the Trea- 
sury was about $1,900,000. When the Committee 
of Ways and Means make their report, they will 
make their statement exact, but this was as near 
the amount as was necessary to be ascertained, to 
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though. the determination of the question was 
postponed by sending a mission, yet they deemed 
1t wise to resort to a revenue tò meet an expense 
which might result... Let gentlemen ask one fur- 
ther question. Has the probability of the neces- 
sity. of great expenses diminished since that 
period? So far. as we know, every appearance 
grew more inauspicious. Those very Envoys with 
whom it was said France could not refuse to treat, 
because they went specially empowered, we know 
were six weeks in Paris before any notice was 
taken of them. Hostilities upon our commerce 
are. yet continued. It was well known that 
changes had taken placein the French Govern- 
ment, which had cut off all hope of reconcilia- 
tion. . At that time there wasa party in- power 
favorable to this country; but they had been 
expelled, and the whole of the powers of the Gov- 
ernment are now in the hands of persons the most 
hostile to this country. Can it be said, then, that 
the danget of our situation is diminished, or the 
necessity of providing for a possible expense les- 
_ sened? - And unless gentlemen were determined, 
when the clouds grow blacker and blacker, and 
thunder is every moment expected to break upon 
our country, to diminish our means of protection 
and defence, he could not see upon what. ground 
they could take away this source of revenue. 
. The Speaker reminded Mr. H. of the question. 
cMr. Harper could aot allow that the House had 
ull the information which might be given on this 
subject. The extent of the appropriations for thè 
present year was not known. All the sums neces- 
sary had not yet. been voted. There was a great 
difference of opinion as to the extent of some 
measures. Large sums were necessary for arms, 
magazines, fortification, frigates, revenue cutters, 
&c.,and until it could be determined how much 
‘was to be expended upon these objects, it could 
not be ascertained what reyenue would be neces- 
sary.. It was well known that our situation with 
respect to France grew hourly more uncertain ; 
and until we knew what was to be the issue of this 
business, was it prudent to. throw out so large an 
item. from our revenue? Might we not have oc- 
casion to go much further in fortifications ; to raise 
troops-——an additional regiment of artillery—tocall 
into actual service a considerable part of the 
80,000 militia, which had been ordered to be held 
in readiness, and to equip galleys for the protection 
of. our. coasts, &c.? When gentlemen considered 


these things, he trusted they would, at least, give | 


time for considering this vote. Knowing what 
had. taken place in another branch of the Legisla- 
ture, he did not anticipate the vote which had been 
given, especially when it must be known that the 
only effect which such a vote could have, would 
be to increase the discontents which may already 
exist in some parts of the country against this 
law.: He hoped the decision would be postponed. 

Mr. S. Smitu believed the gentleman last up 
didnot anticipate the vote which had been given, 
or he would riot have pressed the subject upon 
the House. 

Mr. Corr.was in favor of the postponement, in 
order that the Committee of Ways and Means 


might, in the mean time, make a report on the 
subject of the revenue. 

Mr. Macon thought there was no necessity for 
postponing a question which had been six weeks 
before the House. He thought much extrinsic 
matter had been introduced into the discussion. 
He did not know what this question had to do... 
with the French Government or our resistance; 
if it were necessary, there was no doubt we should 
be ready to resist oppression. The true reason > 
for wishing the postponement was, gentlemen :; 
expected to be in a majority, and they had found 
themselves in a minority; as to information, gen- 
tlemen did not want it for themselves, but for- 


others, who voted for the repeal, and who neither > 


asked for it nor wanted it. This was only.the:.: 
first stage of the business, and there would be no.’ : 


want of opportunity for- gentlemen to discuss the: 


subject as much as. they pleased before the bill 
passed. It was.said the law passed by a consider- 
able majority; but, since that time, gentlemen had - 
been with their constituents, and had leisure to 


reflect upon the subject, and might now see reason .‘ 


to change their vote. He had no doubt of the 
present revenue being equal. to the expenditure, 
and when more was wanted, it would be time to 
provide it; and if more were wanted, he thought a 
more eligible mode might be hit upon than a 
stamp tax. f : 

Mr. Sewa.t was in favor of the postponement. 
If he were certain the revenue to be provided by. 
this law was not wanted, he should be in favor of 
the repeal; but he was not prepared to change his 
opinion until he had more information on the’ 
subject. He thought the friends of a repeal 
ought to be for the postponement, in order to. give 
time for gentlemen to be convinced of the. fact 
that this revenue is unnecessary. In that case 
the repeal would pass almost unanimously. To 
say this tax is unpopular, is idle and foolish, . It 
was true the people in some parts had gota whim’ 
of this sort, and they speak of this law. in the same 
way as of the British stamp tax, though it is quite 
a different thing. A majority of that House 
voting for a repeal must have a tendency to in- 
crease that discontent which has already appeared 
against the law; and if the Senate should con- 
tinue to act as they have done, such a vote would. 
tend to cast an odium upon them as the cause of 
retaining an act which ny do not like. He 
hoped the postponement would be agreed to, par- 
ticularly as the gentleman from New York had 
asked for information on the subject. 

Mr. T. CLatporne was against the postpone- 
ment. If we remained at peace we did not want 
this tax; and if we were to be engaged in war, it 
would be worse than nothing, as it would. only 
serve to vex the people, when all ought to be 
unanimous in the common cause. The people in 
my country abhor it; it is as obnoxious to them 
as poison. wt 

Mr. GALLATIN said, with respect to the infor- 
mation wanted by the gentleman from New York, 
he had already enough to vote for a repeal of the 
bill, and if the question of postponement was lost, 
he doubted not he would again vote for a repeal. 
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He observed that when this subject was called 
up, the gentleman from South Carolina stated the 
necessity of going into it immediately on account 
of the three months’ notice necessary to be given 
before the law takes effect. So that if a postpone- 
ment of three weeks were to take place, it would 
be impossible the law could pass in time ; to carry 
‘this motion, therefore, would be a rejection of the 
question... Mr. G. insisted upon his former state- 
ment being correct with respect to the money to 
be raised by the stamp act being. intended to re- 
: pay the loan of $800,000. If-it had been intended 
to meet the expenses of a foreign war, the House 
would certainly. not have stopped with a stamp 
and salt tax; they. would have gone on to have 
raised something equal to the demands which 
must have come against the Government in such 
-a result., But it was said, the situation of Euro- 
pean affairs is become still more, alarming. He 
» believed it was impossible for them to say whether 
© our situation with respect to European Powers is 
worse or better than it was in the Summer, as 
they had no information upon which to depend, 
and still less did they know whether the event of 
the expulsion of certain members of the Govern- 
ment would tend to promote a general peace 
(which he believed would insure our own) or 


country, t 
know it was their opinion that the act 


repealed, would be a strong reason with him for 
yoting its repeal. If he were to consult his own 
opinion, he believed there were other acts more 
oppressive than the stamp act would be; but 
in all cases of taxation he was willing to sacrifice 
' his own opinion to the public opinion. It was the 
duty of the House to endeavor to correct the pub- 
lic opinion where they thought it wrong; but at 
< present, he believed it would be best, in a good 
degree, to consult it; as the act was sufficient to 
create disgust to the Government without being 
very effectual. 

- The Speaxer reminded Mr. G. of the question. 

Mr. Gatiatin then remarked, that though a 

vote had been taken in favor of continuing the 
tax in the other branch of the Legislature, that 
vote, on a future day, might, from a conviction of 
its impropriety, be reversed. What had been said 
about a land tax he looked upon as a mere threat, 
as he did not suppose any such question would 
come before the House at the present session. 

- Mr. Varnum called for the yeas and nays upon 
this question. Agreed to. 

Mr. N. Smitu said, the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania had told the House that the gentleman 
from New Yorkhadalready voted fortherepedl,and 
that he doubted not he would do soagain, and that 
therefore he had no need of information: “Should 
they, then, force gentlemen to vote before they were 
prepared?) He always thought it was their busi- 
ness to inform and be informed, and come to'a 
temperate result; and when this was come to, the 
opinion of the majority was the political standard. 
But, instead of this, the gentleman from Penn- 
ee made himself the political standard 5 as, 
if a member was not prepared to vote, he would 
force him to vote unprepared. This was not an 
opinion which he could subscribe to. Mr. 8. 
said, he asked for a postponement on his own aĉ- 
count. He was one of those who, if convinced 
that our present revenue will meet our present ex- 
penses, and that our revenue will not decrease, 
nor our expenses increase, and thatj there will 
be a surplus remaining. to meet the demands 
which will be made upon usin 1801, he would 
most heartily vote for the repeal. And if this 
were the ground upon which gentlemen voted 
the repeal, instead of a bare majority, they would 
have a unanimous vote. But could any one say, 
that our present revenue is equal to our present 
expense? Could any one say that our revenue 
will not decrease, or our expenses increase? 
Surely they cannot, when there is so much uncer- 
tainty with respect to our foreign relations; when 
we know not what aday may bring forth ; when we 
cannot tell but that such depredations may be 
committed upon our commerce as may grea y 
decrease our revenues, and that necessary prepara- 
tions for our defence may vastly increase our 
expenses. Was this, then, a situation for repeal- 
ing a law for raising revenue? He thought ‘not; 
he hoped, therefore, the question would Be posts 
poned, and in the mean time, it was probable 
some information would be received on the subject 
of our foreign relations. But it was said, this act 
was unpopular, and because of our dang : 
situation, the opinions of the people ought to be 
consulted, whether well or ill founded, No man 
would sooner consult the opinions-of the people 
than he, when they were founded with delibera~ 
tion; but it was dangerous in the extreme to meet 
the opinions of the people when prematurely 
formed. What did the petition which had been 
received say ? It did not say the act was unpop- 
ular, but that it was copied from an act of a-fo- 
reign nation, and that it was an act which had 
given offence when attempted to be imposed by a 
foreign country. These were reasons which no 
gentleman would urge for the repeal, and he-was 
convinced when the enlightened people of Ame- 
rica came to examine the subject, that this tax 
would be as agreeable to them as any other tax. 
It would be found that not only the British, -but 
the French nation had a tax of this kind, and that 
it was a popular tax wherever it was adopted.” 
Mr. J. Wiuutams had seldom known objections 
made to the postponement of a’subject-so’ imaport- 
ant as the present. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania thought by this means to secure his vote, 
he would vote against him, and he was seldom in 
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the habit of voting with him. The arguments of | weeks, was then taken and negatived—yeas 41 
Seas nee ue eal tte were so con- | nays 52, as follows: , 
ictory that he thought when they came to re- a ; . 
view them they Souli hems iie be in favor of | ce ene ee ings ee Bailey Bart- 
the motion. It was said by the gentleman from | liam Craik, Samuel W. Dana, Goons Dent Thomas 
ee inal me n ei neeo te way | Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, 
heseitore bern used, the resources of the es eae ryan a Gade Ee 
St hare ean , ea ountry | Roger Griswold, _Robert Goodloe Harper, William 
; pplied to some years ago, and | Hindman, Hezckiah L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay 
our debt paid off. Gentlemen themselves confess | John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, 
that the people who complain against the stamp | William Matthews, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison e 
law have no cause to complain against it, as it is | Otis, Isaac Parker, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., Sam- 
not calculated to affect them. The yeomanry of | uel Sewall, William Shepard, Thomas Simnickson, Sam- 
the country, therefore, only wanted time to con-/ uel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, George Thatcher 
sider it,in order to be reconciled to the stamp | Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, John E. Van Alen, 
law; they would always act right, when time | Peleg Wadsworth, and John Wiliams. : 
was given them for reflection; and their good! Nars—Abraham Baldwin, David Bard, Thomas 
sense would teach them, on cool reflection, that | Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, Stephen Bul- 
re woe oai a the act, provided a re- | lock, Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Christopher G. 
peal, wo roduce a land tax. | Champlin, Thomas Claiborne, William C ; 
Mr. Gres said, the subject had been called up | Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Thomas T. 
by the Chairman of the Committee of Ways and | Davis, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, William 
Means himself, so that he must have conceived | Findley, John Fowler, Nathaniel Freeman, jr., Albert 
the House ready to vote upon it. One of the | Gallatin, William B. Giles, James Gillespie, Andrew 
questions, indeed, reported by the Committee of | Gregg, William Barry Grove, Carter B. Harrison, 
the Whole, had already been decided ; but when | Jonathan N. Havens, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, . 
the second was about to be taken, the yeas and | Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, Matthew Locke, 
nays were called, and previous information was | Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Blair McClenachan, 
said to be necessary. if information was really | Joseph McDowell, Jobn Milledge, Anthony New, John 
wanted, there would be time enough to obtain it, | Nicholas, Tompson J. Skinner, Samuel Smith, W illiam 
before the bill passed; it was futile, he said, to Smith, Peleg Sprague, Richard Sprigg, jr. Richard 
put off the decision upon the limb of a proposition | Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Thomas Tillinghast, Abram 
which had already been acted upon. Mr. G. de- | Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. 
nied that this stamp act had anything to do with | Varnum, Abraham Venable, and Robert Williams. 
our foreign relations ; indeed, when the Chairman | Mr. Aven then moved an adjournment, which 
of the Committee of Ways and Means first rose, | Was negatived—49 to 43. 
he did not consider it. He was himself upon the: Mr. Gorpon moved the postponement of the 
Committee of Ways and Means when this law | TB fora v d for th 
was agreed upon; but he never heard such a; Mr. Drooxks cailed tor the yeas and nays upon 
Ding suggested. If idol bes Le i are and i S which was ee to be so akot 
this tax was meant to urnish a part of the expense, | DY members rising; w ich were decided to be 
he at grulenrs a ae at its qasigdifcaney They of R Do present. 
to such an object. Indeed, he believed if such a e yeas and nays were then taken, and were 
state were to take place, this tax would do more | the same as before, except that Messrs. BuLLocK 
harm by the dissatisfaction which it would excite | Gittesrie, and Grove, who voted in the negative 
against Government, than the money it would į of the last question, voted in the affirmative of 
raise would do good ; but he was certain it had f this, which made the numbers stand 49 to 44. 
never been considered in any other light thanas| Mr. Sircreaves again moved an adjournment, 


a peace arrangement, | which was negatived—43 votes being only in its 
A motion was made for adjournment, and | favor. . 
negatived-—57 to 38. | Mr. Gorpon then went into some observations 


Mr. Srrcreaves said. as the gentleman from | against the repeal. He did not think, because the 
Virginia seemed pleased with the noticing acts of | law was obnoxious to a few people, that it ought 
inconsistency, he would furnish him with an- tobe repealed; nor did he think, because some 
other; for, though he had spoken against the post- | gentlemen stated the law as operating unequally, 
ponement, he should vote in favor of it. He | wasa good reason for repealing it. A conviction 
should do this for three reasons; first, as the | of this kind ought to lead gentlemen to endeavor 
reason which he gave for believing that a lengthy | to make the law more equal, and not to repeal it. 
discussion was unnecessary, had been declared out | He acknowledged that he had not made due use 
of order, he supposed it would be out of order to of the information within his power; for he was 
act upon it; the second was because gentlemen | not sufficiently informed to vote upon the subject, 
appeared afraid of a postponement ; and the third and therefore he wished to have it postponed. He 
was, because the yeas and nays were called, and | begged gentlemen to consider in what view they 
when that was the case, he wished to appear on | would hold up Congress to the world, if they made 
the.same row with his friends. and unmade laws in this way. No dependence 

Tie question on the postponement for three | could be placed upon the consistency of their pro- 
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ceedings; every law that was atall displeasing to 
any part of the community, would be. constantly 
expected to be repealed. He should, at present, 
be compelled to vote against the repeal, though if 
time were given for an inquiry into the subject, 
he might vote in favor of it. a 
Mr, Spracue said the subject had been before 
the House for six weeks, which he thought was suf- 
ficient time for members to have made themselves 
acquainted with the subject. He should vote for 
the repeal, from the evidence which had been laid 
before him of the sufficiency of our revenue for 
our expenses, and that the stamp.tax was unneces- 
sary., It was.upon this ground that. he voted. 
Mr. ALLEN again moved an adjournment, which 
was negatived, there being only 30 votes.for it. 
- . Mr. Corr spoke against the repeal. He consid- 
ered the question asa choice between a stamp and 
a land: tax, and in this point of view he thought it 
important. i 
Mr. Tuatcuer was afraid that a reason would 
operate in the repeal of this law, which was de- 
rogatory.to the Legislature of the United States— 
which was, a prejudice. against the. sound. of 
stamp act; for all acknowledged. that. this law 
bore no resemblance to the case which had given 
rise to the hatred of a. stamp act. This plea. of 
rejudice had frequently been brought before the 
ouse. He recollected that in the year 1789, 


f when it was proposed to lay a duty on goods im- 


petted, a gentleman from Georgia entertained the 
ouse a long time with urging this plea on behalf 
} of his constiuents, against a duty on gonpo wder, 
| as the. people of Georgia were fond of the diver- 
sion of shooting rice birds ; but that prejudice was 
overcome, the law was passed, and it was found 
a good one. No sooner was an excise proposed, 
than the House was again told of this prejudice; 
but it was now admitted. that the tax was a good 
one, and the prejudice was overcome. About 
four. years ago, an additional duty was proposed 
upon the importation. of iron ware; when it was 
objected that there was.a strong prejudice in favor 
of imported ħoes and axes. All these prejudices 
had, in their turn, died away; and he hoped the 
present would be permitted to have its exit in the 
same way. As to the law operating principally 
upon merchants, bankers, hucksters, &e.. he was 
glad of it; he wished all taxes principally to ope- 
rate upon them, because they could most easily 
furnish the money to pay them. As to the reason 

iven for the repeal, that our revenue was sufficient 
for every demand against it, he was not assured of 
this. He wished to retain this law until he saw 
the. issue of our present situation. 

Another question was taken for adjournment, 
and negatived, there being only 32 votes for it. 

Mr. Harper then moved fora postponement till 
to-morrow. He did not make this motion with a 
view. of obtaining a different vote, but because the 
discussion had come on unexpectedly; for, though 
he himself had called up the subject, he did not 
expect a debate upon it. He thought the pressure 
for the question had been in this case unprece- 
dented. 

Mr. Gives said there had been already at- 


tempts enough to get rid: of the question, He 
hoped this would meet with the. same fate with 
the others. i 
Mr. ALLEN spoke in favor of the postponement, 
He pledged hie honot that he wanted information 
on the subject. í oe : 
Mr. Dana urged the propriety of the postpone- 
ment, as this question went to decide the principle. 
Mr, SrreReaves hoped this postponement would 
take place, that if gentlemen were refu D Op- 
portunity to. think. upon the subject,.t nigh 
at least have an opportunity to speak upon.it. It 
was.a thing. unprecedented in that House, when 
a. member: declared he wanted information, or 
wished to deliver his sentiments. upon a question, 
to.refuse a postponement of its decision. He.asked 
whether this request was not peculiarly reasona- 
ble.on the present occasion? Some gentlemen had 
stated that their reasons for voting for the repeal 
of this law was because it was: unpopular... Was 
it: reasonable, therefore, to put. these gentlemen 
in a situation of opposing popular opinions, with- 
out giving them leave to express the grounds upon 
which they acted? He complained of this sort of 
treatment. He should certainly vote against the 
repeal; he did not himself want information; he 
had no hesitation on his mind with respect to his - 
vote; but he hada desire to explain the reasons 
upon which he acted. er 
Mr. Varnoo said the gentleman last, up com- 
plained without ground. Heand those who voted 
with him did not want time or. information. in 
the morning. It was only since they: found they 
were in a minority that this want was discovered. 
Mr. Cuampuin had no objection to a postpone- 
ment of the decision until to-morrow. has 
Mr. Nicwouas could not consent to a postpone- 
ment of this question, because the means used. to 
put off the decision had been unprecedented. The 
reasons given for it by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, could not. prevail with any one. . He con- 
fesses he does not want information; and he will 
have full opportunity to give his. opinion to: the 
public before the bill passes. With respect to gen- 
tlemen not being prepared, he thought it a curious 
thing. They were prepared to vote until the yeas 
and nays were called for, but when these were 
called they wanted information. oy 
Mr. Brooxs spoke in favor of. the postpone- 
ment, and condemned the want of candor in gen~ 
tlemen persisting to take the question before gen- 
tlemen were prepared to vote. Was this conduct, 
he asked, intended to give encouragement to the 
setting upof Whiskeyand Liberty poles? It looked 
like it. [The Speaker called to order.J. 0... 
Mr. S. Smiru asked who prevented gentlemen 
from giving their reasons upon this subject’? Had 
not they themselves prevented the main question 
being brought into view by continual. motions to 
postpone and to adjourn? Most assuredly they 
had. If they had gone into a discussion of the 


‘merits of the question at first, three hours. might 
: have been spent in the discussion. 


After several other observations, the question 
for a postpostment till to-morrow was taken. and 
negatived—46 to 41. f 
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The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to report a bill to repeal the act laying 
a duty on stamped vellum, parchment, and paper.” 


And it was carried 52 to 36, as follows: 


Yzas—George Baer, jun., Abraham Baldwin, David 
Bard, Thomas Blount, Richard Brent, Nathan Bryan, 
Demsey Burges, Samuel J. Cabell, Christopher G. 
Champlin, Thomas Claiborne, William C. C. Clai- 
borne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Thomas T. Da- 
vis, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, William Find- 
ley, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, William B. Giles, 
James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, William Barry Grove, 
Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Havens, Joseph Heis- 
ter, David Holmes, Walter Jones, Edward Livingston, 
Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, 
Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Milledge, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Tompson J. Skinner, 
Samuel Smith, William Smith, Peleg Sprague, Richard 
Sprigg, jun., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Tho- 
mas Tillinghast, Abraham Trigg, John Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, 
John Williams, and Robert Williams. 

Nays—John Allen, Bailey Bartlett, David Brooks, 
Stephen Bullock, Joshua Coit, William Craik, Samuel 
W. Dana, George Dent, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
Dwight Foster, Nathaniel Freeman, jun., Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, William Hindman, Hezekiah 
L. Hosmer, Samuel Lyman, James Machir, Lewis R. 
Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Isaac Parker, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sewali, William Shepard, 
Thos. Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Nathaniel Smith, 
George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark Thomson, 
John E. Van Alen, and Peleg Wadsworth. 


And then the House adjourned. 


Tugspay, February 27. 


Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill to repeal the stamp act, 
which was committed for to-morrow. 

Mr. Livingston moved a postponement of the 
unfinished business, in order to go into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill for erecting a 
light-house and placing buoys in several places 
therein mentioned; which being agreed to, the 
House resolved itself into a committee according- 
ly on the said bill, and having filled the blank in- 
tended to contain the sum appropriated with 
$13,250, (namely, $10,500 for the light-house on 
Eaton’s Neck, $2,500 for buoys at New York and 
Newport, and $250 for Nantucket,) rose, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. Livineston, from the committee to whom 
was referred the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill for the relief of refugees from Canada and 
Nova Scotia, reported their opinion on the same, 
which, together with the bill and amendments, 
were committed for to-morrow. 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill providing the means 
of foreign intercourse, when Mr. Nicnoias’s 


amendment for curtailing that establishment be- 
ing under consideration— 

Mr. Havens observed, that when this subject 
was formerly under consideration, the grounds 
upon which the present amendment had been sup- 
ported were, the danger arising from an extension 
of our foreign intercourse, from considerations of 
economy, and to prevent undue influence; on the 
other hand, it was opposed on Cunstitutional 
ground. It was said, that House had no right to 
interfere in the business, as it was wholly an Ex- 
ecutive concern. ; 

On all questions of this kind, Mr. H. said, the 
Constitution of the United States was constantly 
brought into view; upon which different opinions 
were now entertained from what were entertain- 
ed at the time of its adoption. He always under- 
stood that this Government was intended not only 
to have all the advantages of a republican Gov- 
ernment, but, being elective, all the advantages 
which arise from a proper distribution of power. 
This principle of a distribution of powers was de- 
rived from the Government of Great Britain, as 
it was theoretically described by Blackstone, not 
from what it is in practice. His description of 
that Government (which he read) showed that 
every department of it was a check upon the 
other. De Lolme, though a panegyrist of the Bri- 
tish Government, agreed in the same opinion ; for 
though he describes the Kingly power as raising 
armies and equipping fleets, yet he allows it to be 
liable to be checked by the people. Here the doc- 
trine maintained was, that the President of the 
United States can appoint to office, and that that 
House had no right to refuse an appropriation, 
which was wholly subversive of what he under- 
stood to be the original principles of the Govern- 
ment. Mr. H. said, he did not contend for any 
power in the House of Representatives which did 
not equally apply to the Senate; and, if this doc- 
trine was not allowed, there would not be the 
least check upon the President by the Senate or 
the House of Representatives, as the concurrent 
power of the Senate with the Executive only 
went to the choice of men in the appointments to 
office. 

The President has a right to appoint as many 
Ambassadors as he pleases, without check or con- 
trol. This power in the President and Senate 
could compel that House to raise any sum of mo- 
ney whatever. They might makea treaty grant- 
ing a subsidy to a foreign nation, and that House 
would be bound to pay it. They might also bor- 
row money, and might bring the House into such 
a situation as to oblige it to declare war, to raise 
armies, support a navy, &c., contrary to their 
convictions of right. But when the House makes 
an appropriation of money, the President has the 
power to put his veto upon it; and, if he can do 
this, how is it that the two Houses cannot exer- 
cise their discretion in appropriating for Ambas- 
sadors, or for treaties? Whenever an appropria- 
tion of money is called for, they ought certainly 
to consider for what purpose it is wanted, and 
whether some more important object does not re- 
quire previous attention. 
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It was said the House were as much bound to 
appropriate for the salary of Ambassadors as for 
the salary of the President or the Judges. - When 
gentlemen reasoned thus, they appeared to con- 
sider the diplomatic corps as a part of the Govern- 
ment; whereas the Government could goon very 
well without them. And even with. respect to 
the. officers of Government, if the money was 
wanted for more important services, such as for 
the immediate defence of the country, they must 
go unpaid for a time. He, therefore, concluded 
that each branch. of Government, namely, the 
President, Senate, and House of Representatives, 
_ had each a discretion in the. appropriation of 
money. f 

There was another consideration which opera- 
ted.upon his mind, to convince him that this was 
the only ‘construction which could be put upon 
the Constitution. A considerable degree of dis- 
cretion was left to the President in the execution 
of laws, and. it was always in his power to abuse 
that discretion by beginning a measure upon such 
a scale of expense as to oblige Congress to go 
fürther than they intended; and, except the two 
Houses had the power of exercising their discre- 
tion'in. checking any such abuse, there was no 
way of preventing it. There was a singular ex- 
emplication of this fact, he said, in. the English 
Government, in the Minister’s having expended 
vast sums of money, without the consent of Par- 
liament. He mentioned several instances, the 
two last of which were during the war with this 
country, and inthe year 1796. In the former in- 
stance, he stated that the Minister expended thirty- 
eight millions with the consent of Parliament, 
and twenty-eight millions without it; and, in the 
latter, fifty millions with the consent of Parlia- 
ment, and forty-nine millions without it. And, 
excepting the Legislature had a right to refuse to 
appropriate in such cases, there was no way of 
preventing abuses. 

He believed the House would recollect a con- 
duct in some degree similar to this in our Govern- 
ment. He alluded to that of the frigates; since 
they were begun upon a plan which obliged the 
House to consent to much larger appropriations 
than they at first intended. . If it were necessary, 
other instances might be adduced of the samekind. 

Gentlemen who supported this extraordinary 
power in the Executive, argue in the same way 
with the supporters of the extravagant Executive 
power of Charles I. in the case of Mr. Hampden, 
with respect to ship money. It was at that time 
asserted that the King, having a right to declare 
war, had a-right to demand the setvice of any. 
man’s person; and, consequently, to demand his 
money. But this doctrine was now everywhere 
acknowledged to be the most arbitrary. 

He thought the British Government afforded 
another lesson of instruction, After their Revo- 
lution in 1688, it was well known that the Gov- 
ernment- adopted a funding system. When this 
took place the House of Commons ceased to have 
any control over the expenditure of public money. 
In consequence, the public debt had increased 
beyond what could be conceived. Mr. H. read 


-was sufficient to. destroy the.idéa of the Govern- 


Sir John Sinclair’s account of this increase, and 
observed that the present amount of that debt, 
exclusive of the last loan to the Emperor, is 410 
millions. If the House of Commons. had-had 
a proper check upon the Administration, there 
would probably have been. no debt at all. 7 

Government might ‘be considered as formi 
two distinctions, viz: payers and receivers a 
money; and it was the perfection of all the $ 
Governments in this country, that both had a 
right to judge of the expediency of the expendi- 
ture of money, and particularly the payers. If 
this check did not exist, no Government. would 
long continue. ‘ “LL ETS 

Much had been said about supporting Govern» 
ment. Some gentlemen called themselves, sup: 
porters of Government, and others they termed 
destroyers of Government, disorganizers, &e. 
When gentlemen spoke of supporters of Govern- 
ment, they meant, ke believed, supporters: of the 
Executive branch of Government; so that - 
son acquiescing in every measure of the Eixeeu- 
tive was a supporter of Government; whilst those 
who disapproved of any Executive measure, were 
destroyers of Government. This doctrine alone 


ment’s consisting of several branches, and. to 
blend all the powers of the Government inthe 
Executive. In this case, the Government of this 
country could not long remain a free Republic, 
but woultl become an Elective Monarchy, and 
the whole power of the Government would be in 
one man’s hands. He could not conceive that 
the people of the United States could think this. 
a proper ground upon which this Government 
ought to rest. It was self-evident to him that our 
Government ought to consist of three branches, 
the President, the Senate, and the House of Repi 
resentatives; and when that House: has deter- 
mined not to do a thing, the Guvernment.. 
determined not to do it, and so of the other. 
branches. ne 
The same observation would apply toa phrase 
which they had frequently heard, and which had 
been introduced in the course of this debate, by 
gentleman from Connecticut, of stopping the 
wheels of Government. To put a stop to” any. 
Executive measure was to stop the wheels of. 


Government; and to keep them: operly running E 


was to offer no control over. whatever the Presi-. 
dent recommends. If this was not the meaning: 
of the phrase, he should -be -giad to know what. 
it was. For his part, he believed the perfection. 
of Government consisted in what these gentlemen 
called stopping the wheels, and when that House; - 
or the Senate, determined they would not-go ito 
any expense, they speak the voice of the people. 
it had been remarked that the House-had the. 
physical power to refuse a grant of money when. 
called upon by the President; but that members 
were under a moral obligation to grant. it.’ This- 
was saying we can do a thing, but we ought not 
to doit. He believed it-was proper for members: 
to do whatever they conceived was for the publié 
good. me a Ns 
When the subject of patronage was first men- 
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tioned by the mover of this amendment, he was 
persuaded he only meant to introduce the subject 
on general ground. The idea, as he understood 
him, was, that all nations and societies were 
liable to depart from original principles, to cor- 
rupt their Governments, and in the end to sub- 
vert them; and that, in this country, we were 
subject to an improper connexion of the different 
departments. That it was necessary to guard 
against this, if an appearance of such a connexion 
should at any time appear. He thought this was 
so obvious that it would be acknowledged by 
every one that we were equally liable with other 
nations to this corruption. With respect to what 
had been said respecting appointments to office 
being confined to men of particular. sentiments, it 
had been acknowledged by some gentlemen to 
have been. observed in the choice of men in the 
diplomatic corps; but others had acknowledged 
that the regulation was a general one. 

Was it not evident, Mr. H. asked, that in other 
countries, original principles of Government were 
departed from? That there was an incessant 
desire after wealth, honor,and power? He never 
heard of a Monarchy which did not suppose itself 
under the necessity of creating a sort of Govern- 
ment party, who had the disposal of large sums of 
money, which they could distribute among per- 
sons who were subservient to their purposes. He 
believed this disposition had reveled in all 
ages of the world, and had been the cause of 
most of the wars and calamities which had rava- 
ged the earth. It must be evident to every one 
that peace, independence, and equality, must con- 
stitute the happiness of every country; but it was 
notorious that the leading men in most countries 
had been opposed to these, for their own ends. 
Beccaria, he said, in his Essay on Crimes and 
Punishments, had laid it down as a certain prin- 
ciple, that there were in every society such a 
class of men. In England, perhaps, this was 
more evident than in any other nation. A set of 
men appeared early in that country to render the 
Executive power a Government of despotism. 
The doctrines of passive obedience and the divine 
right of Kings, continued to be asserted for one 
whole reign. After the Revolution, the funding 
system was set on foot, which bound men to the 
Executive by interest; in fact, persons were hired 
to support a certain system of measures. It must 
appear evident that the great cause of keeping 
that country continually engaged in war, had 
been the host of placemen and pensioners con- 
tained in the two Houses of Parliament, who were 
always inclined to support measures in which 
they found the greatest interest. The Treasury 
must be considered as the head of the body politic; 
and whatever party got into power, they pursued 
the same course—a course which had now brought 
that nation to the verge of bankruptcy and ruin. 

If this was the constant course in other coun- 
tries, was not this country, he asked, equally 
Hable to the same evils? He believed it was. 
He did not say that the evil had gone far; but he 
thought it was proper that we should be on our 
guard against any doctrine which may have a 


x 


tendency to make one branch of the Government 
depend on the other. 

This spirit of grasping at wealth and power 
had been so great, that it had even attached itself 
to religious opinions. When the Christian reli- 
gion was first preached, it was of a democratic 
spirit; and afterwards it became aristocratic, and 
then monarchic. When, therefore, this lust after 
power had been so general, it could not be said 
that this country was not liable to the same vice 
and errors. a 

This consideration was also worthy of atten- 
tion. Men of the best private character had been 
supporters of these corrupt sys.ems. It seemed, 
therefore, as if there should be some line of dis- 
tinction between. private character and political 
conduct. Though aman may possess the greatest 
private integrity, he may still support such prin- 
ciples as may lead to arbitrary power. There 
could be no doubt that those persons who main- 
tained the divine right of Kings were many of 
them men of the greatest integrity; but their doc- 
trines were not the less mischievous on that ac- 
count. In the same way it might be reasoned 
with respect to the United States. Men may be 
induced to supportopinions which havea tendency 
to subvert the Government, by placing all power 
in the hands of the Executive, and make. the 
Government a sort-of four years’ monarchy.: Yet, 
these men may be men of the greatest integrity, 
and even patriotic, according to their views of 
patriotism; but if others believe their opinions 
have this tendency, it is their duty to represent 
them to the people of the United States, leaving 
them to decide the point. Pc S 

Mr. H. concluded by observing, he had heard 
no reason suggested for a Minister at Berlin; nor 
could he see any use for one at the Hague. He 
was of opinion that Vienna would be a more fit 
place for the residence of a Minister than Berlin. 
We have no commerce with that country; and if 
we had any wish to intermeddle in the subject of 
the balance of power in Europe, we might as well 
send embassies to the Emperors of Germany and 
Russia. But he believed we had no business with 
this balance or power. He thought it was possi- 
ble so to manage our affairs as to have nothing to 
do with any of them. Nor did he think we had 
anything to fear on the subject of invasion; if 
there was any danger, it must be from England, 
by way of Canada. Besides, if we were to have 
any serious difference with France, he knew of 
no use our Ambassadors could be of. It might, 
perhaps, be necessary to have Ambassadors at 
London, Paris, and perhaps Spain and Portugal; 
if others were necessary at any time, specia 
agents could be sent. He hoped, therefore, the 
amendment would be agreed to, as he thought it 
was a proper time to make a retrenchment in the 
expenses of this department of Government; and, 
however small the saving might seem, it was 0 
consequence to make every saving possible, which 
he wished to be applied io the discharge of the 
public debt, ’ 

Mr. Wixuiams, of New York, said, that though 
the present subject had already taken up muc 
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‘time, as he considered the question of importance; 
and, as its decision was connected with a Consti- 
tutional question, he must be permitted to make 
a few observations upon it: When the amend- 
ment was first introduced, he did not see the ob- 
ject to which it led so distinctly as he now saw 
it. Ifthe object of the gentleman from Virginia 
had been to bring back the foreign intercourse to 
the same situation in which it stood in 1796; he 
would. have passed over the first section of- the 
pill and gone on to the third, because the first is 
-the'sameas that of the bill passed in 1790. But 
-his object had since appeared to be a total annihi- 
lation of our foreign intercourse: He wished: to 
do this, he said, to save expense; but the only 
Constitutional: ground upon, which the House 
could interfere in this business, was as it related 
to.salaries; if these had been found too high, he 
should have no objection to lower. them. If the 
gentleman had thought that two years was too 
1 dong:a time to enact this law, he might have 
| moved an alteration in that-respect; but he could 
not consent to doing away the intercourse alto- 
. gether, as it. would not only be rendering our 
' ‘affairs abroad totally inactive, but be arrogating 
to ourselves a power. which the Constitution had 
placed in another department. i 

-This was the same Constitutional question, in 
< a different garb, that was agitated six or seven 
» weeks on the British Treaty, and which had also 
occupied three weeks of the last session; so that, 
instead of saving any expense, this debate alone 
‘would cost more than’ the foreign Ministers that 
; gentlemen wished to dispense with. Besides, the 
| present situation of things was ill calculated for 
the introduction of such a question, which served 
only to produce a warmth which tended to ob- 
struct the business of the House. 

He complained that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia had, in his warmth, drawn conclusions from 
the. President’s Speech in the year 1790, which 
could not be maintained. [Mr. W. read the ex- 
tract alluded to.] The same gentleman had re- 
marked, that he was for doing away the hostility 
which existed between the different departments 
of Government; but, Mr. W. asked, what harmo- 
ny could exist if the President appointed an offi- 
cer, the Senate concurred in the choice, and that 
House refused to appropriate for his salary? If 
this check was.to be exercised, it would also be 
acted upon in the Senate, and might give them 
the power, by lowering the pay: of members, to 
prevent any but men of property from accepting 
of seats in that House. „Six shillings a day were 
only allowed to the members of the House of 
Commons in England, and, he asked, if the Sen- 
ate should reduce, by their check, the pay of 
members to that sum, whether any man of mode- 
rate circumstances could attend the duty of that 
House? This, then, said he, would prevent the 
mediocrity from. sending the members of their 
choice, as no one could attend except those whose 
private fortunes would admit of it, and this would 
cause our Representatives to be the same as the 
Mouse- of Commons, and an aristocracy would be 
produced. a 

5th Con.—35 


When the Executive informed the House, seven 
or eight months ago, that he was about to renew 


“treaties with Sweden and Prussia, money was 


appropriated for a Minister for that purpose with- 
out opposition; but it was said he was new to bere- 


called. He would suppose that one of the gentle- 


men who advocated this amendment had been 
chosen on this embassy, and he had arranged his 
business at home, and taken his station abroad, 
would he have liked to have been thus tecalled:? 
No; he would have said Government was unsta- 
ble, and not to be depended upon. =- i 
But it was said by the proposer of the amend- 
ment that he was devoted to a republican Goy- 
ernment; but, to use the language of the good 
book, “by their works ye shall’ know them:” Tf 
gentlemen can produce proofs of theirattachment 
to the republican cause, they will be credited. But 
the gentleman from Virginia had talked of “feeble 
minorities” governing, which was not consonant 
to a republican system. The minority he con- 
sidered asa spark of fire, which, if not put out, 
might consume the whole fabric. But the yeo- 
manry of the country, who were the most virtu- 
ous and stable men in the community, had been 
the only check on this subject; it was they who 
had, by their adherence to the support of ood 
order, saved the Government from ruin, They 
are not like the inhabitants of large cities, who 
are as ‘changeable as the wind. : 
Much had been said about the political senti- 
ments of the Executive, and of his choosing of- 
cers of the same opinion with himself. He wi 
perfectly justified in doing this to a certain de- 
gree, and that he did not attend to these circum- 
stances in all these appointments was evident 
from one which had taken place in a department 
of considerable trust during the present ‘session ; 
but that all the heads of departments and the: di- 
plomatic corps should agree in political: opinion 
with him is certainly proper, in order to carry on. 
the business of Government with harmony ; other. 
wise, said he, there would be a continual jarring, 
and the good book says, “a house divided against 
itself cannot stand.” : Ae 
His colleague (Mr. Havens) had just now said, 
if the opinion, which the opposers of this amend- 
ment held, prevailed, everything must-be dóne 
according to the will of the Executive. Ifhe — 
had interfered with their Legislative business, 
said Mr. W., this observation might have been’ 
just. If the Executive wanted a person to regu- 
lire our commerce in foreign countries, would he 
choose one who: had always been opposed to:com- 
merce of every kind? Such a choice would be 
wholly inconsistent. The conduct of the Presi- 
dent, in this respect, was similar to what was 
adopted every day in that House in the appoint- 
ment of committees, who were always chosen 
from men who were supposed to be acquainted. 
with the business on which they were to ‘act. 
Mr. W. denied that an appointment to office pro? 
duced any influence, as he knew from what: had 
taken place in his own. State, the Governor of 
which was similarly circumstanced in that re 
spect with the President of the United States. 
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Where one person was served, twenty s 
appointed, and he knew that the Governor of his 
State had nearly lost his election from the offence 
he had given in the election of a sheriff in the 
year 1789. 

But gentlemen had said that we had no occa- 
sion for Ministers to foreign Courts; that we 
ought to be considered merely as buyers and ven- 
ders of European manufactures. If this were true, 
no Minister would be wanted. Were we, then, to 
do nothing with our surplus agricultural produce, 
with our fish, &c.?. When he thought on this sub- 
ject. he was surprised at the conduct of some of 
the representatives of large cities. As he wasa 
representative of farmers, he might say that no 
foreign Minister was necessary ; but when he re- 
flected that by giving encouragement to com- 
merce, a competition was produced in the market 
which enhanced the price of produce, he saw the 
propriety of that encouragement; because, when 
the farmers brought their produce to market for 
sale, the greater the competition between our 
merchants and foreign merchants, the greater 
chance of obtaining a ready sale and a higher 

rice. 

But it was said the President might abuse the 
power that was placed in him; but this was to 
suppose the people had been so foolish as to elect 
a man to this office who was unfit to be trusted. 
Indeed, all the observations of gentlemen on this 
head were founded on a supposition that the Pre- 
sident and Senate had views and interests different 
from those of their constituents. If the President 
did act contrary to his duty, he was liable to 
impeachment; and if the Constitution wanted 
amending, it might be amended. Indeed, amend- 
ments had been proposed in the Legislature of 
Virginia and negatived, but he saw the proposi- 
tion was again renewed, proposing to alter the 
Constitution with respect to the treaty-making 
power, agreeably to the sentiments of the repre- 
sentatives from that quarter; which was a tacit 
acknowledgment that the Constitution does not 
support those opinions at present. Let us, said 
he, be contented with the powers given us by the 
people—the will of the people should be his guide; 
and when the people thought proper to alter the 
Constitution, he would be satisfied ; but he would 
not take power from the people which they 
thought proper to withhold. 

But it was said, our commerce produced a par- 
tiality for Great Britain. If this were so, what 
then? If our merchants choose to go to Great 
Britain in preference to other countries, ought the 
Legislature to prevent them? If they were par- 
tial to Great Britain, he supposed it was because 
they found it their interest to go there. The Vir- 
ginians, two years ago, sold their horses to Great 
Britain, because they gave them a good price for 
them, and the members in that House were 
dressed from top to toe in English manufactures, 
because they believed them better than any other ; 
and as the Virginians were permitted to sell their 
horses at the best market, he hoped that he, as a 
farmer, might be permitted to sell the produce of 
his farm where he could get the most for it, 


were dis- | 


and in the way he thought best. With respect to 
| the appointment to office, when the General Con- 
| vention met for settling the Constitution, they 
| had considerable difculty in this respect; but as 
| it had been agreed that the small States should be 
| represented in the Senate by as many members as 
the large States, and retain their sovereignty, it 
was thought the power of appointing to office, and 
| the power to make treaties, would be best lodged 
i there. The small States having had this indul- 
| gence, could never agree to concede the doctrine 
now contended for, as to the power of the House 
of Representatives, because it would be doing 
away that solemn compact entered into between 
the large and small States at the forming the 
present Constitution. Besides, if this doctrine 
‘was adopted, the Government could not operate 
at all. Suppose the foreign intercourse was done 
away, and after the rising of the present session, 
the Directory of France should so far come.to 
their senses as to be willing to do us justice, by 
making restitution for the spoliations committed 
on our commerce, and paying our citizens what 
they had promised them, a new treaty would be 
necessary—for our present treaty is done away if 
we choose that it should be so, as they have 
broken it; as, by the law of nations, if a treaty is 
entered into between two nations, and one breaks 
any part thereof, the other is not bound unless it 
chooses. But the President would be unable to 
appoint a Minister until an appropriation was 
made, and Congress must be called together for 
the purpose of making it; and if a majority of 
that House were opposed to such a treaty, the 
| President could not negotiate it.. Thus the prin- 
| ciples of the Constitution would be changed, and 
The objection which he now made had been 
realized in the State of New York. The year 
after the Constitution was adopted, two members 

| were to be sent to the Senate of the United States, 
| when, from a difference of opinion between the 
two branches of the Legislature of that State, as 

| to the men to be elected, no choice was made until 
ja new election of the Legislature took place, 
i when both branches being of the same political 
| opinion, the Senators were appointed. Besides, 
| this mode would create an enormous expense, be- 
| cause, in every case where a Minister was wanted, 
the whole Congress must be called together, and 
| when so called, a majority of the House of Repre- 
sentatives might not agree that a treaty was ne- 
cessary, and refuse an appropriation, or they. 
might withhold an appropriation, unless the Pre- 
sident would nominate such a person as the ma- 
jority thought proper. Besides, four States would 
rule the other twelve, because the States of Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and Massa- 
chusetts, had a majority of members. Again, said 
Mr. W., from the observations of the gentlemen 
in favor of the amendment, they themselves would 
not agree to any one object, for one wanted a Min- 
ister, and of such a grade, to this, and the other 
to that Court, and another quite different. 
Though much had been said relative to our late 


rendered inactive. 
Minister at Paris, he should not have tuuched 


1093 
Feprvary, 1798. ] 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Foreign Intercourse. 


1094 
[H. or R. 


upon it, but from what had fallen from the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, who had said that peace 
might have been secured -to this country, but that 
it had been cast from us by sacrificing that Minis- 
ter. If he were sacrificed, he sacrificed himself. 
If he could not have done the business in which 
he was to be employed in an acceptable way to 
Government, he ought to have refused the mis- 
sion, as it was said. another gentleman had done. 
He believed that the Executive, in the whole of 
the business with France, had acted in the most 
determined manner to. preserve our neutrality, 
and at the same time our friendship with the 
French nation. But if they took a view of the 
conduct of the agents of the French Government 
which had been sent here, it would be matter of 
surprise that we had been able to keep out of war. 
The Government and people of the United States 
‘had assisted France in every way- they could, 
. though they were frequently charged with in- 
gratitude to that country. Mr. W. asked when 
gentlemen spoke of the party which supported 
the. Executive, whether they did not think the 
“party raised against him by means of these French 
agents and their friends had not been fifty times 
stronger than that occasioned by the funding sys- 
` tem and the return of disaffected persons during 
our Revolution ? He believed they did. Let gen- 
tlemen attend to what the sacrificed Minister had 
done whilst in Paris, or rather to what he had 
not done. Had any compensation been obtained 
for injuries done to our commerce long before the 
British Treaty was formed; or, for the mischiefs 
done at Bourdeaux in 1793 and 1794? What had 
been done to redress the singular and forced sales 
of cargoes for non-performance of contracts, &c. ? 
He had heard nothing that he had done to redress 
these grievances. But the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had said, that he was sorry his friend had 
| published the communications which had passed 
between him and their Government. Mr. W. 
| believed that the gentleman alluded to, and his 
| friends, would have reason to be sorry that this 
[| book had been published. That publication evi- 
| dently showed that he had gone farther than he 
| was empowered to do. However, the book and 
the remarks made and to be made thereon were 
before the people; they are the tribunal; with 
them he would leave it, as they were the proper 
judges, and would judge rightly. ; 
The gentleman from Virginia had determined 
| to preach to the. people, but the people ought to 
ų hear both sides of the question, and if he preached 
4 on one side, the other ought not to be withheld from 
| them. This preaching was commenced two years 
ago, and gentlemen had preached themselves from 
a majority of 62 to 37 (which they had in calling 
for papers from the President in respect to the 
British Treaty) to a majority of 53 to 45 against 
them, which was the division at the commence- 
ment of the last session, on a vote in answer to 
the President’s Speech, approving of his conduct. 
This change had been produced by the election 
which had taken place in the meantime. f 
Having touched upon the conduct of our Min- 
ister at Paris, he would contrast with it the con- 


duct of our Ministerat London. This gentleman, 
he said, had been of the greatest possible advan- 
tage to this country. When any of the commer- 
cial agents applied to him, instead of writing to 
the Judge Advocate General a diplomatic letter, 
he waited himself upon the Judge; and, in one 
decision alone, he had obtained for damages and 
freight, for one house in this city, £2,750 sterling. 
He had also obtained the passing of a law to- in- 
demnify neutral claims of spoliation, and upwards 
of $3,500,000 were appropriated for that purpose. 
And seeing that the Court of Admiralty: there 
was inclined to procrastinate our business, he had 
obtained by his perseverance a promise that the 
Court would sit again in November last. So that 
it may be fairly said, that our Minister in London 
has been the means of saving to the citizens. of 
this country more than all the diplomatic expense 
to which it had been put; and though this mone 
does not immediately go into the Treasury, yet it 
is the means of enriching our country. Lee 
Mr. W. denied that Consuls do the business. of 
Ministers, as nothing was paid them for their.ser- 
vices. He also took a view of the large sums paid 
to British Consuls at their factories in foreign 
countries; one Consul, said he, at Elsinore, had 
more income than all our foreign Ministers. : Be- 
sides, Consuls must dance attendance at foreign 
Courts, and they cannot do this unless they are 
paid; and at some Courts they would not be per- 
mitted to do business—and, if they were, Minis- 
ters would do more at one visit than fifty visits of 
Consuls; therefore, there could be no saving of 
expense, but greater delays occasioned, and, in the 
end, the business would not be done. a 
But it had been said that the Executive had 
greatly raised his influence by the law funding 
the domestic debt of the United States. This.act. s 
passed the 4th of August, 1790, when nine-tenths 
of the paper allowed to be funded was out of ‘the 
hands of original owners; so that, if it occasi 
any speculation, it was a speculation upon §) 
lators. If the Executive had meant to have in~ |, 
creased his influence by this measure, he would 
have recommended the measure when this species 
of property was in the hands of a number, rather 
than when engrossed by a few. Besides, those: 
called speculators are about equally ‘divided for 
and against the Executive. He knew that much 
had been said about this and other subjects im 
Congress about that time, which the people called 
“manceuvering.” Much was said about.the.“Pe- 
nobscot expedition,” the “South Carolina fı rigate,”? 
the temporary and permanent “seat of Govern- 


ment,” &c. The effect of which, to the Siate of.” 


New York, had been a loss of the seat of Govern~ 
ment, and a supposed heavy debt. 
which, however, he knew nothing thatthe Es- 


ecutive had to do in the business; but he knew ~ 


the debt was an unjust charge against the State. 
of New York, and 
be called for. The next class which had been 
spoken of as increasing the influence of the Exe- 
cutive was the disaffected in the cause of the Re. 
volution—those who were attached to the Gov- 

ernment under which they lived, and reftised to 


With ally 


e hoped would never again ~:~ 
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join in opposing it. This was a high trait in their 
character, and they yet preserved it; and they are 
now firmly attached to the present Government. 

These, then, were the supporters of Govern- 
ment—he wished to know who were its opposers? 
When the Government first went into execution, 
the people were nearly divided for and against it. 
Persons, however, crowded from every quarter to 
be appointed to office under it; so that ten appli- 
cations were made for one office, and those per- 
sons who had been disappointed had ever since 
remained the opposers of Government, and he 
doubted not the present amendment was produced 
by the same cause. ’ 

Soon after this, followed the French Revolu- 
tion, when our citizens employed in the carrying 
trade brought the rich produce of the island of St. 
Domingo into this country; but as the French 
would not admit of this in time of peace, the 
English now disputed that right, and because our 
Executive had refused to interfere, but was deter- 
mined to preserve our neutrality, it had raised up 
a powerful party against him. At the commence- 
ment of the Government, three-fourths of the in- 
habitants of the large cities were in favor of the 
new Government; and those of the country, nearly 
in the same proportion against it. But after the 
revolution which he had mentioned had taken 
place, the inhabitants of the large commercial 
cities became opposed to the Executive; and when 
the yeomanry saw this, and that it was the object 
of the Executive to preserve the peace of the 
country, they became united in its support. Their 
love for order and liberty, religious as well as 
civil, made them the firm supporters of it, under 
the protecting hand of Providence. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
GALLATIN) had declared, “The people are with 
us.” This and the “feeble minorities” was the 
source, he believed, from whence sprung all our 
difficulties. Who told the Freneh nation in 1793 
that the people of this country were “ with them?” 
Who encouraged the Ministers of France in this 
country to make their appeals to the people? 
Were these the friends and supporters of Govern- 
ment? If the Ministers of this country had acted 
in France as those of that country had acted here, 
would they not have been long since guillotined, 
and that without the shadow of a trial? And 
would those Ministers ever have acted as they 
did, if they had not known there was a party in 
this country who approved of their measures? 

The British, observing this favorable disposition 
of the people of this country towards France, de- 
termined to take time by the forelock, and issued 
the order which had been so much complained of 
for capturing our vessels; so that this country had 
lost five or six millions of dollars from the cry of 
“feeble minorities,” and “the people are with us.” 
But when the English saw that the Executive 
was firm, and could not be driven from its neu- 
trality, but would go to war with them unless 
they desisted, they forebore, and made overtures 
for compensating the injuries they had done us, 
and are now making payments therefor. 

It had been said that the Executive was driving 


at peace with them and all the world, and they 


Spain into a war, by its firmness of conduct; but 
this had not been the case, the Executive had 
spoken a firm American language, and they had 
heard it; and, if the same tone had been observed 
toward France, that country must long since have 
heard it. But the cry of “the people are with 
us” had done the mischief. 

Mr. W. said, he was informed, and believed it 
to be true, that a company of persons had fitted 
out four privateers, which had captured sixty-one 
of our vessels, and only three of the English. By 
these means, the honest merchant, whe would 
not be seen in carrying contraband goods, had 
been ruined, and innumerable failures had been 
the consequence. The farmers had credited the 
merchants with their produce, until the return 
cargo arrived; but, alas! it had been captured; so 
that in numerous instances the farmer had lost 
all, which by the sweat of the brow had been 
raised, in order to fulfil his contracts. These 
failures had filled the courts uf law with suits for 
breaches of contracts, and been the ruin of num- 
bers, so that our prisons are filled with debtors, 
and the money gone out of the country. The 
“feeble minorities,’ and “the people are with 
us,” have been the reason why the resources of 
our country were not called for seven or eight 
years ago; and, if called for then, our debt might 
have been paid, and luxury and dissipation pre- 
vented, which have outrun our population. 

The yeomanry of this country, Mr. W. said 
wished the French nation success in the estab- 
lishment of their Government; they wished to be 


would be heavily drawn into a war with any 
country. 

The gentleman who brought forward this 
amendment had concluded his observations with 
what he was glad to hear—that, if there was a 
necessity, he would turn out in defence of his 
country. He hoped every true American would 
do so. But he did not believe any nation would 
have the hardihood to attack us. We had a mil- 
lion of men, who, possessed of the spirit of 1776, 
would come down like a torrent against any at- 
tack which might be made upon the country. 

The retrenchment of our expenses was certainly 
a desirable object; but the support of our Gov- 
ernment, and the maintenance of its rights and 
privileges, were of still higher importance. Let 
us reason together, and act as guardians of the 
people ought todo. Let us coolly and deliber- 
ately reflect on our situation as a nation, and for- 
get any misunderstanding which we have allowed 
to harbor in our breast. When party distractions 
are wrought to an extreme height, when jeal- 
ousies and suspicions universally pervade not only 
ourselves but the community, however interest- 
ing the subject, however necessary the duty, it | 
wiil be a difficult task to arrest either our own or © 
the public attention by an impartial inquiry into — 
the true interests of the country; for, when the ` 
mind is heated, it is not in a state to listen to the 
dictates of reason. And when we shall have 
traced the wisdom which directed, the firmness 
which effected, the Revolution, and seen that we 
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have been preserved hitherto from being drawn 
into a war, we must acknowledge. that gratitude 
is due to Providence for his nnd interposition in 
behalf of this happy country. 

The committee now rose, and had leave. to. sit 
again. i 


Wepnespay, February 28. 

The bill for erecting a light-house, and placing 
certain buoys in places therein mentioned, was 
yead-the.third time and passed. 

.Mr.. Lrvineston, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, reported.a bill. for 
the relief of sick and disabled. seamen,.and a bill 
declaring the consent of Congress to an act of the 
State: of Massachusetts, in respect to certain piers; 
which: were committed. to Committees of the 
Whole. 

Mr. Van ALEN, from the committee appointed 
to inquire whether any, and what, alterations are 
necessary in the law providing for the payment 
of the public debt, made a report, which was com- 
mitted for to-morrow. 


REPEAL OF STAMP ACT. 


Mr. Harper moved that the unfinished busi- 
ness might be postponed for the purpose of taking 
up the bill for repealing the Stamp Act, as, if it 
were to be repealed, the sooner it was known the 
better, that the expensive preparations which were 
going oh for carrying it into effect might be stop- 
ped; and, if it were to go into effect, the sooner it 
‘was so determined the better. 

The question was carried, and the House ac- 
cordingly went into a Committee of the Whole 
on this bill, and reported it without debate or 
amendment. The House took it up, and on the 
question’s being put for passing the bill to a third 
reading, 

Mr. Í. Parxer called for the yeas and nays; but, 
upon its being suggested by Mr. Harrer and Mr. 
Sirereaves that it would be best to take them on 
the passing of the bill, the motion was with- 
drawn. l 

Mr. Lyon renewed it. : 

The question was put for taking the question 
by yeas and nays, but 16 members only appearing 
in favor of it, (which were not one-fifth of the 
number present, which is necessary,) it was not 
carried. . 

Mr. Harrer moved that the bill be read a third 
time to-day, for the reasons he had mentioned. 
Had gentlemen who were in favor of the repeal 
| permitted a discussion of the subject before the 

rinciple was settled, he should have been glad to 
have delivered his sentiments upon it. For this 

urpose he had desired a delay of twenty-four 
fou but the request was refused. This having 
been the case, he should not now, since the prin- 
ciple had been decided, go into any observations 
against the measure. He hoped, therefore, the 
bill would be read a third time immediately. 

Mr. Batpwin proposed that this bill should be 
read the third time to-morrow. A 

The question was taken on the most distant 
day, and negatived—51 to 40. 


The question for reading the bill a third time 
to-day was carried. : baa 

It was accordingly read the third time, and the 
question on its passage was taken by yeas and 
nays, and stood yeas 51, nays 42, as follows; 5 

Yeas—George Baer, junr, Abraham Baldwin, David 
Bard, Thomas Blount, Nathan Bryan, Demsey Burges, 
Samuel J. Cabell, Christopher G. Champlin, John 
Chapman, Thomas Claiborne, William Charles: Cole 
Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Thom: 
Davis, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorph, .W 
Findley, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Wm. B. Giles, 
James Gillespie, Andrew Gregg, William Barry Grove, 
John A. Hanna, Carter B. Harrison, Jonathan N. Ha 
vens, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, Edward L 
ston, Matthew Locke, Matthew Lyon, Nathan a- 
con, Blair McClenachan, Joseph McDowell, John Mil- 
ledge, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Tompson J. Skin- 
ner, Samuel Smith, William Smith, Peleg Sprague, 
Richard Sprigg, jr., Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
Thomas Tillinghast, Abraham Trigg, John ‘Trigg, Jos. 
B. Varnum, Abraham Venable, John ‘Williams, and 
Robert Williams. 

Nars—John Allen, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, 
David Brooks, Stephen Bullock, James Cochran, Joshua 
Coit, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, George Dent, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jona- 
than Freeman, Nathaniel Freeman, jun., Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, William Hindman, Hezekiah 
L. Hosmer, James H. Imlay, James Machir, William 
Matthews, Daniel Morgan, Lewis R. Morris, Harriso 
G. Otis, Isaac Parker, John Reed, John Rutledge, 
James Schureman, Samuel Sewall, William Sh 
Thomas Sinnickson, Samuel Sitgreaves, Nath 
Smith, Geo. Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Mark 
son, John E. Van Alen, and Peleg Wadsworth. ` 


Mr. Lyman came in after his name was called, 
and wished to have his name inserted against the 
repeal, but, not being in the House’to answer. to. 
his name, this was not allowed.) 0, oi 

Before the House rose, a message was received 
from the Senate, informing them that the Senate 
had resolved that the bill for repealing the Stamp 
Act should not pass. P oa 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. Behl 


The House then again resolved itself into’a 
Committee of the Whole on the bill providing 
the means of intercourse with foreign nations. 

Mr. Corr said, that he had: been surprised at 
the length of the present discussion: but his sur- 
prise abated, when he recollected that it had been ` 
customary for gentlemen at every session to. 
into a philippic against the Executive and Exe- 
cutive measures. The usual occasion had been. 
the Answer to the President’s Speech a 
this session had gone off smoothly, í 
anything of this kind, it seemed as if the présent 
motion fad been intended for the purpose. =" 

In the course of the present debate, both ‘the. 
bill and the amendment had almost been lost 
sight of. Indeed, so foreign had the debate been 
from the subject, that he had. thought of moving 
to have the speech of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia printed and laid upon the table, as that 
seemed to have been the subject of discussion. 
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Mr. C. said, he would make a few observations 
on the bill and the proposed amendment, and 
then take some notice of what appeared to be 
foreign to the subject. 

This bill, Mr. C. said, was in the same style as 
the former law; the section to which the amend- 
ment was offered, was exactly in the same words. 
The amendment proposed that Ministers at Lon- 
don and Paris should have the same salary as 
heretofore, and that all others should not have 
more than half the sum. Perhaps the style and 
expenses of living might be lower at other Courts; 
if so, it ought to have been so stated; but nothing 
had been said on this subject. The style of the 
bill was of a kind which he did not approve. It 
was desirable that the salaries of all officers 
should be fixed by law; but as, when this law 
passed, it was not known what would be a proper 
distinction to make in the salaries of Ministers to 
different places, it was left to the discretion of the 
President, limiting him as to the extent. It was 
unpleasant for the President to allow a less sum 
to one Minister than he allowed to another; and 
the consequence had been that all had been allowed 
the highest sum allowed by law; but as he sup- 

osed the same reasons existed which caused the 
aw tobe passed in this way at first, he saw no 
reason for altering it. 

There could be no doubt as to the power of the 
House to ‘fix the salaries of Ministers; and if 
there were sufficient reasons why the Ministers at 
Paris and London should have larger salaries 
than those at other Courts, no Constitutional 
question could arise as to the power of the House 
to come to such a decision. 3 

But the gentleman from Virginia seemed to 
have an object which was not the ostensible one 
as he supported his amendment by arguments 
perfectly inapplicable to it. The object seemed 
to be to prevent the sending of Ministers of a cer- 
tain grade to any but the Courts of London and 
Paris. Granting that the House had the power 
of determining this question, they would not do 
it without information. The gentleman from 
Virginia, the gentleman from Tennessee, and 
others, say that we have no need of a Minister at 
Berlin. 
tion he knew not; he supposed the President had 
more complete knowledge on the subject than 
they, and he has said the contrary by the appoint- 
ment. It was, indeed, idle to speak upon a sub- 
ject on which they neither had nor could have 
sufficient information. 

It appeared to him that the gentleman from 
Virginia had not attended to a material part of 
the Constitution. Much had been said about the 
checks which one department of Government had 
over another; but there was one consideration 
not attendedto. By the Constitution, it appeared 
that the several departments originated from the 
same source—they were all equally the agents of 
the people. One department had a right to chal- 
lenge the same confidence from their constituents 
as the other—no one had the exclusive confidence 
of the people. And if there were not a mutual 
confidence between the different branches of Gov- 


What authority they had for the asser- į 


| ernment, nothing but wrangling and disorder 
|! would be the consequence. 
If the President of the United States was pos- 
sessed of patronage, that House did not give it to 
| him, nor could they take it away. Whether the 
| people had given him too much, or too little, was 
no question before them. As to the discretion of 
appointing to office, it was a delicate subject, and 
he wished it had not been touched ; but, as it had 
been handled, and talked about, it might as well 
be talked about freely. He had been so unac- 
customed to anything like a political creed, that 
he had never thought any was adopted by the 
Executive. But he found it was too true that 
certain opinions were held in this country, which 
made it necessary for the President to inquire into 
the opinions of persons who were to take part in 
the execution of Government. Certain opinions 
had been broached as held by many persons of 
this country; he did not know, however, that they 
were held by any. He would state what the 
opinions were to which he alluded. Mr. C. then 
read the following extract, [which, it will be re- 
collected, is from a letter said to be written by a 
person high in office in this Government to Mr. 
Mazzei, at Madrid: ] 


“That our political situation is prodigiously changed 
since a few years past. That instead of that noble love . 
of liberty, and that republican Government, which car- 
ried us through the dangers. of the war, an- Anglo, 
Monarchico, Aristocratic party has arisen—their avowed 
object being to impose upon us the substance, as they 
have already given us the form of the British Govern- 
ment. That nevertheless the principal body of our. 
citizens remain faithful to republican principles ; all our 
proprietors of lands being friendly to those principles, as 
also the mass of men of talents. i 

‘That the Republicans in the United States have 
against them, the Executive and the'Judicial power— 
all the officers of Government—all who are seeking 
offices—all timid men, who prefer the calm of Despo- 
tism to the tempestuous sea of Liberty—the British 
merchants, and the Americans, who trade on British 
capitals—the speculators—persons interested in the bank 
and the public funds. i 

*¢ That these establishments were invented with views 
of corruption, and to assimilate us to the British model 
in its corrupt parts. 

‘¢ Thatit would give an honest man a fever to hear ofthe 
apostates, who have embraced these heresies ; that they. 
are men who were Solomons in council and Sampsons in 
combat, but whose hair has been cut off by the whore of 
England. 

t: That these men wished to wrest from the people of 
America that liberty which they have obtained by so 
much labor and peril; but that the Republicans would 
preserve it. 

«That the mass of weight and riches in the Republicans 
is so powerful, that they have nothing to fear from any 
attempt against them by force. 

«That it is sufficient that they guard themselves, 
and that they break the Lilliputian ties by which these 
conspirators have bound them in the first slumbers 
which succeeded their labors. 

“That, in short, it is sufficient that the Repiblicans 
arrest the progress of that system of ingratitude and in- 
justice towards France, which these conspirators have 
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America from France, and to bring them: under British 
influence.” à A A E ea 

Tar be it from mé, said Mr: C. to charge senti- 
© ments of this kind to any gentleman of this House; 
he had hoped there had been none such in Ame- 
rica. But the evidence was too strong. that a sort 
of political enthusiasm existed, which seemed. to 
take to itself éxelusive republicanism; which em- 
braced sentiments too much like those which he 
had ‘cited... He would ask the gentleman from 
_ Virginia whether, if the President of the United 
| States supposed there were-persons who enter- 
tained ‘sentiments like these, he ought to appoint 
such persons to office? That. gentleman must 
candidly answer, No. It would argue extreme 
folly todo. so, as. nothing but treason and insur- 
rection would be the consequence of such opin- 
ions. For, if the present Government be hostile 
to-the ‘interests of the country, and be planning 
away its liberties, it would certainly be the duty 
of every honest citizen to use his efforts to de- 
stroy it. He hoped, however, these sentiments 
were not harbored by any; he should have pleas- 
ure in hearing the gentleman from Virginia disa- 
vow them. But certainly if the President of the 
. United States believed that such sentiments were 
held, he was. fully justified in determining not to 
apparat to office persons holding them. 

r. S. SMITH rose to move an amendment to 
the amendment of. the gentleman from Virginia, 
which he hoped he would consent to, viz: to add 
Spain as a place to which Ministers sent should 
have a salary: of $9,000. , 

[Mr. Nicwotas was not in his place, and there- 
fore could not consent to this amendment. It of 
course became the subject of debate.] 

Mr. J. Witttams supposed gentlemen opposed 
to the original amendment would also be opposed 
to this, eum ete 

Mr. HARPER said there could not be a more 
nugatory amendment than this. Nobody would 
object, he supposed, toa Minister Plenipotentiary 
for Spain; but it was to the interfering in the 
business at all that the objection lay, as it went 
to. abridge the power of the President. 

Mr. S. Smita said the amendment which he 
had proposed, was a simple amendment to the 
bill, without having any reference to the right of 
the President. ; 

Mr-:Livineston said the gentleman from South 
Carolina had forgotten the object of his colleague, 
_ (Mr. Pinceney,) who had said he wished to get 

rid of our foreign: Ministers as soon as possible, 
and his great objection to the present amendment 
was, that by it the Minister Plenipotentiary was 
withdrawn from Spain. If the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maryland was carried, therefore, 
it would remove that objection ; and the vote of 
that gentleman in favor of the proposed reduction 
would be of considerable consequence. 

Mr. Rourvence said the gentleman last up had 
misstated the sentiments of his colleague. His 
colleague had, for some time, been too much in- 
disposed to attend his duty in the House; but he 
had told him that his sentiments on this subject 


< een pursuing, “with a view to. alienate. the people of 


had been much misrepresented: He believed his: 
colleague had said, that, in orderly times, it-would’ 
be well to lessen our foreign: connexions—not 
that he would do so at all events; and'in order to. ` 
show the impropriety of the amendment of the: 
gentleman from Virginia, he instanced’ Spain, ` 
with whom, he said; it was probable negotiation 
might now be cayrying on, and that therefore to’ 
recall our Minister from thence might be attended: 
with bad consequences. Ae ou 

Mr. Livinaston replied he had understood Mr. 
Pinceney to say what he had stated. 

Mr. Dayron (the arte) said if the gentle=* 
man from Maryland had offered an amendment 
to the first or second speech of the gentleman’ — 
from Virginia, it might have been proper, as he: 
thought them liable to amendment in many parts. 
As to the bill itself, or the amendment, they had. 
long been out of sight. It was not the letter of: 
the amendment, but its. spirit that was objected” 
to; but if he was to decide at all, he would cer- 
tainly dispense with this complimentary inter- 
ference with the nation mentioned, sooner than 
with any other; but if any new amendment was 
brought forward, he hoped it would be to. the 
speech, and not the bill. ce 

Mr. Oris was opposed to this amendment, on 
principle; but he could not say, with the gente- : 
man last up, that he should be less inclined to 
compliment Spain with a Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary than any other; but as this was no business: 
of theirs, he hoped the amendment would 
rejected. por: 

Mr.:Nicnouas (having come in):said he 
no objection to the admission of this amendmen 
to his motion, if it would accommodate any 
tleman of the committee. wo Lae 

The amendment was, of course, admitted. 

Mr. S. Smrra said he understood the gentlem: 
from South Carolina (Mr. Parocia) âs sayi 
that in time of profound peace it would be prop: 
to withdraw all our foreign intercourse, as it cou 
do little good, and might do much harm.’ If. 
was of the same opinion with: that: gentlen 
that there would ever be an inclination in“ 
Government to do away all our foreign int 
course, he should not be desirous of carrying t 
amendment; but as this. was not:the case, 
wished to put the business upon.a stable: fous : 
tion, by fixing thé salaries of our Ministers, as-was 
the case in the Governments of Europe. The 
President had $40,000 appropriated- for forei 
intercourse, leaving it to him to give Minister: 
what he pleased, so that it did not exceed 
sums specified in the act. The consequenc 
that, though the expense and style of livi 
very different in different countries, he allowed =. 
to all the highest sum. He wished, therefore,” 
that at the Courts of London, Paris, and Madrid, 
our Ministers should receive such aÑ allowance: 
as should enable them to live in the'style which 
was necessary there; but he believed-a much less 
allowance would be sufficient at- the: Courts of.: - 
Berlin and Lisbon. He believed one-half the 
sum would there be sufficient. A regulation of** 
this kind would relieve the President: from ‘his 
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present situation, in which he found it unpleasant 


to make any discrimination between Ministers. 


sent to different countries. 


If the present discussion had heen confined to] 


the law itself, the question might have been. de- 
termined long since; but the gentleman from 
Virginia had introduced other subjects, and it 
had been found necessary to reply to them. His 
colleague (Mr. Craix) said that gentleman might 
say they were speaking to the galleries, or not; 
he maintained they all spoke to the public, and 
that the public would determine whose sentiments 
were right. His colleague was, however, mista- 
ken in one thing, viz: that the Executive had a 
right to make treaties and appoint Ministers, and 
that that House had no right to consider the pro- 
priety of appropriating for them; and in saying 
that this question had been several times decided 
in this way, particularly in the case of the British 
Treaty and the frigates. He had voted for both 
these measures; but he never believed that the 
Executive could appoint as many Ministers or 
negotiate as many treaties as he pleased, and that 
that House would be bound to carry them into 
effect. He knew he had a right to do both; but 
if he went to an excess in either, that House had 
aright to check him, by withholding appropria- 
tions, and would do it. There never had been a 
solitary fact to prove the contrary, but there had 
been several votes to establish the principle which 
he contended for. Upon the call for papers in the 
discussion on the British Treaty, which was a 
question involving the right of the House to in- 
quire into the propriety of the measure, the ques- 
tion was carried—62 to 37. But in order that 
this might not be mistaken hereafter, the House 
came to another resolution, in which it was ex- 
pressly stated, that, though the House claimed no 
agency in the making of treaties, that they hada 
right to judge of the expediency or inexpediency 
of carrying them into effect, which was earried 
by 57 to 35. And when the treaty itself was de- 
termined to be carried into effect, it was expressly 
upon the expediency of the measure. If gentle- 
men were not satisfied of this right from the Con- 
stitution, he trusted they would allow that these 
votes had put the matter beyond doubt. 

Thus much to show that his colleague had been 
mistaken on this point. Gentlemen, Mr. S. said, 
were sent to that House to do their duty; and it 
was not to be supposed, because they. had the 
power of stopping the wheels of Government, that 
they would do so; for, however they might differ 
in opinion on the subjects which came before them, 
they would certainly agree in supporting the Gov- 
ernment. Indeed, not one instance could be ad- 
duced, in which this discretionary power had 
been abused. 

His colleague had said that party did exist both 
in that House and out of it. He agreed with 
him, and said it was right, when a man went 
with a party, to avow it. 

Gentlemen had complained that members spoke 
to the galleries, and to their constituents, and not 
to the members within those walls ; yet they them- 
selves did the same. For what else, he asked, 


could be intended when gentlemen charged others 
with being disorganizers and with intentions of 
overturning the Government? When they said 
this, they did not believe it; but they believed it 
would please their constituents to hear that they 
had thus said. But could it for a moment be 
credited, that men of property would come there 
to set the Government afloat, and by that means 
render insecure property of every kind? These 
reflections were meant to apply to the Southern 
States, and he believed particularly to Virginia ; 
but let gentlemen show one insurrection or vio- 
lent opposition to any measure of Government in 
that quarter. They could not do it; for, though 
the people in the State of Virginia were generally 
opposed to the excise law, yet, when it had passed, 
the opposition ceased; and he believed there was 
not a State in the Union, besides that, in which 
that law was honestly carried into effect. 

When the insurrection against the excise law 
took place in this State, the citizens of which 
quarter of the United States turned out more 
readily than those of the State of Virginia, armed 
and accoutred by that State, to quell the disorder? 
Yet they were called disorganizers. He did not 
believe there was a man in that House, nor ten 
men in the United States, who would part with 
the present Government; and it was extraordinary 
that men who were most opposed to the adoption 
of it, were now the first to call those who had 
invariably been friends to it, disorganizers. He 
himself was not afraid of these reflections—they 
never touched him; but he thought they were 
dishonorable to the Legislature of the Union. 

Gentlemen were in the habit of speaking to the 
galleries, of imported doctrines, referring to a gen- 
tleman in that House, whose abilities they feared. 
What could they mean by such insinuations, if 
not to please their constituents? He himself had 
thought, that though a man was not a native of 
this country, if he went through the Revolution, 
he was an American as much as a native, as he 
was one from the commencement of our indepen- 
dence ; and, before that time, they were all British 
subjects. Besides, this argument cuts both ways, 
as there were gentlemen in the House of this 
description of very different opinions. 

Mr. S. believed, heretofore, that all the citizens 
of the United States were equally entitled to the 
favors of the Executive. He had believed that 
no respect had been paid to men of any particu- 
lar opinion; but they had now been told, both out 
of doors and in that House, that all persons who 
did not think precisely with the Executive, were 
to be excluded from office. If this was a fact, the 
patronage consequent upon appointments to office 
might be improperly applied. He hoped this was 
not so, and that the President was better informed 
with respect to his duty, and could not believe 
what gentlemen had so confidently asserted, as he 
saw men in office who had always been friends of 
the Federal Government, as well as those who 
opposed its adoption. 

Mr. S. concluded by saying, that gentlemen 
were fond of calling themselves the supporters of 
Government, but he wished them to be convinced 
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-that men who differed from them in opinion were 
equally its friends and supporters with them. . 
. Mr, Imuay said he felt considerable reluctance 


: ffering his sentiments to the committee on the 
“Subject now under discussion, at this late stage 
‘ofthe debate. So fully and ably, indeed, had the 
ierits of the present question been discussed, that 
-little remained for him to say which could have 
claim to meet attention from thecommittee. He 
ould, however, solicit their indulgence for a few 
minutes, while he made some general remarks 
on one point on which the gentleman from Vir- 
inia, who brought forward the amendment now 
nder debate, appeared most to rely for its sup- 
port, and then subjoin a few observations on the 
nstitutionality of the amendment proposed. 
‘The point on which he proposed to remark, was 
‘that of Executive patronage. The danger to be 
prehended from the exercise of this patronage 
y the Executive—of his acquiring an influence 
d control which would be mischievous and dan- 
erous- inthe extreme to the freedom and inde- 
endence of this branch of the Government, if not 
the existence of the Government itself. In his 
ehension, fears of this kind were quite imagi- 
‘nary; from the nature and constitution of our 
evernment. Taking into consideration the va- 
and opposing interests and passions on which 
aws oF the General Government had to ope- 
te, in the opinion of enlightened and unpreju- 
geet men, there could be no question but that the 
cutive branch of the Government was deci- 

y the weakest, and that branch of the Gov- 
ent the most susceptible of innovation and 
‘neroachment. Of this sentiment were many of 
“the most patriotic and enlightened statesmen of 
is country, at the formation and adoption of the 
eneral Constitution. For himself he had no 
-hesitation to declare, and gentlemen might call it 
clue, or key, or what they pleased, that there 
is more cause of apprehension for the safety of 
Government from the weakness and ineffi- 


wers or privileges possessed by that poyer 
e his- 


> ject, 
was now confirmed by experience itself. 
his opinion it would be extremely difficult to 
namie one solitary instance in which, on the part 
“the Executive, there had been an attempt to 
\terfere with the powers of this branch of the 
rnment. But, he asked, wege there no cases 
which, on the part of this House, attempts had 
een made to encroach on the Constitutional 
ers of the Executive? The famous call for 
ers, and the attempt to withhold the necessary 
ppropriations for carrying into effect a certain 
saty, were within the recollection of all; the 
pation of the right to instruct the President 
the subject of instruetions to our Commission- 
in the late negotiation with France; the at- 
fempt to direct and control the Executive in the 
nd employment of the frigates, were of recent 
2; and the present and daring attempt to reg- 


ulate and restrain the President on a point as 
‘clearly and as exclusivel 
nominating to office, would not soon be forgotten. 


Executive as that of 


Will gentlemen have the hardihood to say that 


these were not attempts to encroach on the Con- 
stitutional powers of the Executive? That they 
were mere essays to restrain and keep. that po 
within its proper sphere?’ He presumed not. H 
should be more surprised at a denial of this kinc 
than at the existence of the fact. That such at-. 
tempts had been made, and would be again made, 
he had no doubt.: They sprang, in a degree, from 
the nature and principle of our Government ; they 
had their existence also, in part, in the tempers’ 
and passions of men. vernment 

then, which afforded either real or imaginar 
casions for operations of this kind, attempts si 
lar to the present must be expected to bè ma 
they should be watched with a jealous eye ; th 
should be resisted with firmness and decisio 
But what, he would ask, were the pow 
sessed and exercised by this branch, add- t 
ecutive branch of the Government? ‘Were thes 
equally influential? Were they equally power- 
ful? Had they equal right in the scale of the 
Government? He. thought not. On examina-: 
tion, he was much inclined to believe it, would 
be found that the weight of influence and power 
were decidedly on the part of this House; and 
that experience and observation would justity the 
remark, that the Legislative branch of Govern- 
ment was frequently attempting encroachments : 
on ue i branches, and usurpation of all power 
to itself. 


Government, 


a 


In ‘such a 


It was a remark, he said, which was not wit! 
out claim to attention, that danger did not unff 
quently assail us from a quarter from which it. 
was the least expected. Much should he be dis« ' 
appointed, if this did not eventually prove to be 
situation of gentlemen on the other side of the. 
question. They appeared to him, on. this occa- 
sion, to direct their fears to the wrong q 
Gentlemen professed to believe that their fear 
the safety and preservation of the Government. 
arose from the subtle and accumulating natureof ` 
Executive influence and patronage ;. but they were. 
not aware of the danger of Legislative usurpa-’ 
tions, and of the evil consequences which would”. 
result therefrom. . Gentlemen, on this occasion, 
would permit him to say, that they should be jeal- 
ous of the purity of their own: motives, and of their 
own conduct; that they should examine both with’ 
candor, with sincerity, and with inflexible impar- 
tiality. They should consider, that already does 
this House possess power and influence superior to’ 
any other, if not to all the branches of the Govern- 
ment; and that it is the nature, the disposition, the 
essential and inherent quality of power, thus.pos- 
sessed by a body of men, to reach after still greater. 

ower—nay, to usurp and attract all: power to 
itself. Apprehensions of the danger of Executive 
influence seemed to have had a powerful: opera- 
tion on the framers of the General, and of most of 
our State, Constitutions. With them it seems to. 
have been a primary object to guard against’ the 
abuse, but even against the use, of anything like’ 
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Executive patronage. Apprehensions of this kind 
may perhaps be ascribed, in some degree, to the 
dread of hereditary power and prerogative, as pos- 
sessed by the Supreme Magistrate of that coun- 
try from which we may be said, in some measure, 
to have taken our form of Govemment. In such 
a Government there may, indeed, be just cause 
for fears and apprehensions of that kind. But 
great was the difference between the Constitution 
of that country and the Constitution of the coun- 
try in which we have the happiness to live; and 
great and manifest, in his judgment, were the 
superior influence and powers which the popular 
branch of this, and perhaps of all Republican Go- 
vernments, possess over their Executives. 

He proposed briefly to examine this point. The 
Executive branch of the Constitution was limited, 
with much care, in the extent and duration of its 
powers. Its powers were specified—simple in 
their nature, and circumscribed within narrow 
limits; and its operations watched with a cau- 
tious and jealous eye. A high responsibility was 
attached to all its measures; with a salary barely 
adequate to its support; without emolument and 
without prerogative; remotely situated from the 
great mass of the people, and possessing their con- 
fidence and respect, in no small degree, from the 
recollection of former services, eminent virtue, and 
distinguished talents; and all these imperfect and 
limited privileges or prerogatives (if such they 
may be called) holden, as had been well observed, 
. the short and precarious tenure of a four years’ 

ease. 

On the other hand, the powers possessed and 
exercised by that House, were exercised by that 
branch of the Government which emanated im- 
mediately from the people themselves, with all 
their passions, interests, localities, prejudices, and 
jealousies. More powerful in point of numbers 
than the other branch of the Government; highly 
respected for its wisdom and talents; capable of 
acting with system and reason in the accomplish- 
ment of all its measures; its powers more numer- 
ous and extensive, and those but imperfectly lim- 
ited and defined; with but little (at any rate a 
very divided) responsibility attached to any of its 
measures; and with full power to raise money, 
and a claim to the right of appropriation in all 
eases ;—with all these superior and eminently 
powerful advantages in favor of this branch of the 
Government, what cause was there for all this 
alarm about Executive influence—all this clamor 
about the danger of Executive patronage? For 
himself, he could see none. Gentlemen, he said, 
could not be serious in their fears on this subject: 
they appeared to him to be quite imaginary. We 
did not wish to be guilty of uncharitable or illib- 
eral suspicions on this occasion: gentlemen had 
disclaimed all mischievous and improper motives. 
He was happy they had so done: he hoped they 
were sincere. 

Mr. I. said, if he were correct in this view of 
the subject, (and he trusted he was.) gentlemen 
might quiet their fears as to the danger of this 
branch of the Government, from any undue influ- 
ence to which it may be exposed on the ground 


‘his purpose. 


of Executive patronage. On the other hand, the 


-danger to be apprehended for the safety and pre- 


servation of the Government in its purity and per- 
fection, in his opinion, arose from the temper and 
disposition manifested on the part of this House 
to encroach on the Constitutional powers of the 
Executive. He believed this to be the nature and 
tendency of the Government, and that the history 
of both ancient and modern. Republics was in 
confirmation of this opinion. 

Without travelling into ancient history in search 
of cases in support of this general position, he said 
he would content himself with referring to two 
or three cases which related to, and happened 
within, our own country, and therefore more to 
The first case to which he referred, 
was the proceedings of the Legislature of the State 
from which he had the honor to come. While 
he professed himself perfectly happy and con- 
tented as a citizen of that State, and had the 
highest respect for the virtue and integrity of its 
Legislature, yet he believed instances might be 
recurred to, in which the popular branch of that 
Legislature had stepped: beyond its Constitutional 
limits, and encroached on the powers cf the other 
departments of Government. He wished not to 
be understood as ascribing this to any mischiev- 
ous and improper motives, but to the nature, dis- 
position, and tendency of that and of all Govern- 
ments similarly constituted. The next case to 
which he referred, was the proceedings of ‘the 
Council of Censors for the State of Pennsylvania, 
for the years 1783 and 1784. 

The authority which he next read on this point 
was from Mr. Jefferson’s Notes on the State o 
Virginia. 

Mr. I. then proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment in a Constitutional point of view. He said 
it was not his intention to go into a minute and 
extensive examination of the constitutionality of 
the amendment now under discussion; he should 
make only a few plain and obvious remarks, which 
have occurred to him in reflecting on this subject, 
and which have fully convinced his mind that it 
was the duty of Congress and of this House. to 
make the appropriation in question. Gentlemen 
had denied this duty and obligation on the House 
to make the appropriations for the support of for- 
eign Ministers, legally appointed by the President, 
as they had formerly denied the same obligation 
for carrying into effect a treaty constitutionally 
made. 

If gentlemen on this occasion, as was well ob- 
served, had directed their remarks to an inquiry 
whether the compensation allowed by law to for- 
eign Ministers was not too great—was not extra- 
vagant—he should have concurred with them in 
the inquiry; but when they contend for the right 
0 appropriate or not, he could not agree with 
them. 

There are but three clauses in the whole Con- 
stitution which relate to this point; one is the 
second clause of the second section of the second 
article—where the right of making treaties and 
appointing foreign Ministers is as exclusively 
vested in the President with the concurrence of 
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the Senate, or two-thirds, as the right of origina- 
ting money-bills is in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The next clause to which he referred; was the 
last of the eighth section of the first article; in 
which, after enumerating the various powers of. 
Congress—such as levying taxes, declaring war, 
&e.—it was.added, “that they should make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into effect the foregoing powers, and all 
other powers vested. by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United. States, or in any de- 
partment or officer thereof.” 

This was not intended as a summary of the for- 
mer prerogatives, but as an additional grant of 
every authority necessary for giving them full effect. 
For example, besides the right of levying taxes 
and:im posts, it grants Congress the right of deter- 
mining taxable inhabitants, establishing collectors, 
revenue cutters, &c. Having declared war, it gave 
the right of regulating the levy of troops, and es- 
tablishing arsenals and magazines. But the clause 
adds, likewise, the power of carrying into effect 
all. other ‘powers vested by the Constitution in 
any department or officer of the Government. 
For instance, by this clause Congress is empow- 
ered and explicitly required to enable the Judici- 
ary (which 1s one department of the Government) 
to give effect to their decisions and judgments, 
constitutionally made; to enable the Executive, 
also, (which is another department or. officer,) to 
carry into operation treaties that have been rati- 

` fied, and to make provision for supporting those 
foreign Ministers and agents, which have been 
Constitutionally appointed. 

Gentlemen had contended that the power to 
carry into effect the legal acts of the Executive, 
implies the power of refusing to give them effect. 
This construction was evidently contrary to the 
design and spirit of the clause, Let us, said he, 
take an example from among the powers vested 
in the Legislature, by which to illustrate it. 

If Congress have determined to levy a certain 
tax, which. by the Constitution it has a right to 
do, then, by this clause, it has the farther power 
of doing every thing necessary to collect that tax 
with certainty, to bring it into the Treasury, and 
to prevent any part of the people from contraven- 
ing it. Will gentlemen pretend that, having de- 
termined to levy the tax, they may neglect the 
means of giving efficiency to the law; and that 
the power given in this clause is a power to act 
or not to act in the ease? That is, to trifle with 
its own laws? No, the power in question im- 
plies an obligation to give effect to the law by 
every requisite ‘subsidiary law. 

As that clause has relation to the legal acts of 
the Executive as well as those of the Legislative, 
it equally and evidently implies an obligation to 
make-the necessary subsidiary laws and appropri- 
ations for acts of the Executive also. It cannot 
imply a power to defeat the acts of the Executive 
any more than of the Legislature—for both are 
expressed under the same terms—but simply a 
power which, by the mode of expression, involves 
an obligation to give complete effect to both. It 


supposes the duty of giving effect to the Constitu- 
tional rights and powers of the different branches 
of the Government, and then confers the authori-: 
ty requisite for the purpose. 

The only other clause in the Constitntion which 
appeared to him to be any way connected with 
this subject is the 6th clause of the 9th section of: 
the 1st article; the provision contained in this: 
clause was intended to guard against fraud, and: 
the embezzlement of the public money; to ope- 
rate as a check on the respective branches of the’ 
Government and its several officers, and to pre- 
vent money being drawn from the Treasury for 
any other than authorized objects, and with ‘the 
greatest notoriety, the solemnity of a law: < i 

It was either on this clause of the Constitution: 
or on the abstract prneinls that gentlemen had: 
predicated a sort of logic which, in his apprehen- 
sion, was extremely fallacious and deceptive. . It: 
had been contended that the framing of ‘a law by: 
which money shall be drawn from the Treasury’ 
implied deliberation, that deliberation. implied 
discretion, and discretion the power of refusing. 
This was a chain of inferences the most unfoand- 
ed, and if admitted would draw all the powers:of 
Government, as well as its money concerns, into: 
the vortex of the House of Representatives. ` 

Here, he said, he would ask a question or two. 
The salaries of the Justices of the Supreme Court 
of the United States—was not Congress under a 
moral obligation, and by law obliged to make the 
necessary appropriations for an adequate suppor: 
Does our discretion permit us to refuse this’? I 
it does, then may we render that department com- 
pletely dependent on ourselves, and usurp the Ju- 
diciary power. Have we the right to refuse ap- 
propriations for more than two foreign Ministers, : 
and to say that all our other foreign agents shall 
be Consuls? If we have, then on’ the’same prin-. 
ciple we may refuse to have any Ministers at all; 
we may refuse to appropriate ‘unless they are’ ap-~ 


pointed to such Corts as shall be agreeable to a 
to ap 


majority of this House; we. may refuse.’ 
propriate unless the persons appointed’-are the: 
articular men whom we shall approve. That: 
is, we may render the President’s right: of ap: 
pointing nugatory; we may engross thi f 
in our own hands; we may recall Ministers, ör 
appoint them at the will and. pleasure of the. 
strongest party in. this House. <9 C Seon oo 
This principle, ifideed, brings within our ams. 
bitious grasevery power of the Executive, which | 
requires one farthing of money to carry it mito: 
effect, however sacredly it may have been trusted: 
to the President by the Constitution. ` There is — 
not an authority belonging to the Executive de- 
partment which we may not usurp on this ground 
of construction; and he had before shown that... 
we may, in the same manner, render the Judicia~’ 
ry entirely dependent on this branch of the Gov- 
ernment; and the whole powers’ of Government 
may be thus engulphed in this House, and pro- 
duce a tyranny, which we endeavor to avoid by a 
separation of the departments: E 
If gentlemen really think that. this would be 
for the interest of the people, he would infinitely > 
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rather see them come forward in an open and | and those who supported the amendment, wished 
candid manner, and endeavor to obtain an expli- j to violate the Constitution and overthrow the 
cit modification of that part of the Constitution, | Government. This charge was principally made 
than be continually attempting to covet unwar- | against members of the Southern States, than in 
rantable extensions of Representative power un- | which, he would venture to say, the laws of the 
der the false and dangerous constructions which | United States had nò where been better executed; 
make that instrument speak any language. If | for, though their members in that House had gen- 
we pretend to be governed by the Constitution, | erally heen in a minority, no instance of opposi- 
let us submit to it -according to its plain and ob- | tion to the laws had ever occurred; and in case 
vious meaning, and not be forever deceived and | ofa dissolution of the Government, they would 
abused by fallacious and distorted interpretations. | certainly have nothing to gain, but would most 
. Let us remember that our Constitution is among | probably, in any convulsion, be the greatest losers, 
the wisest and best the world has ever known. | Why, then, were these arguments brought here 2 
That to support and preserve this Constitution | Was it to impress it upon the minds of citizens of 
was the sacred deposite committed to our care; | other parts of the United States that they were 
that the present is a period of innovation, discord, | fond of Government ; that they wished to live in 


“and revolution. Let us, therefore, be cautious | disorder? There was no truth to support the 


how we construe and innovate upon any part of | charge. Some gentlemen had charged them with 
that system. Rather let us wait for a more calm | wishing to stop the wheels of Government, whilst 
and settled state of things than at present seems | others had spoken of them as wishing to add a 
to exist. fifth wheel to it; so that one supposed them to 

Mr. Macon had no doubts as to the Constitu- | stop its course, and the other to make its moye- 
tionality of the present question. The same clause | ments too rapid. They had nothing which look- 
of the Constitution which gave the President | ed like disorganization in their part of the coun- 
power to appoint Judges gave him power to ap- | try. Even their newspapers were silent on that 
point foreign Ministers; and he believed he had | head; he wished he could say as much for apers 
the same right to say to what place a Minister | in another part of the Union. It was clear, if 


should be sent that he had to say where a court | any part of the country had a right to complain, ` 


should be held. it would be the Southern States, as many of the 

It had been observed, Mr. M. said, that there | laws had borne hardly upon them, and none of 
was a party in that House who wished to infringe | them afforded them any advantage. 
and prostrate the Executive rights; but it had} But it was observed, that if our foreign Minis- 
been clearly shown that there had never been | ters were done away, we should have secret spies. 
such an attempt made. He believed we had now not only public, but se- 

The time was said to be improper for making | cret spies. It was not long since they had a re- 
the proposed regulation; it appeared to him ex- | port before them which showed that we had had 
pressly contrary. From the 4th of July, 1776, all |a secret spy in a public Minister who had en- 
the foreign Ministers who had been in this coun- | gaged in a plan which might have involved this 
try, had-done more harm than ours had done good | conntry in war, had it not been timely discovered. 
in foreign countries. As early as the year 1785, | He hoped, however, every department of Govern- 
the inconvenience had been felt. But it was|ment had exerted themselves to develope this 
said to be a matter of politerpss, and if foreign 
Governments sent Ministers here, we must also 
send Ministers to them. He wished to get clear 
of this business; but he believed we had sent | felt in the election of President. He did not be- 
Ministers to countries from whence none had | lieve that this had had any effect; and during the 


mysterious business. 
been returned, so that that rule was not `a general late Presidency an attempt was made to retrench 
| 


It was said, that it was probable this motion had 
its origin in a disappointment which gentlemen 


one. the present expenditure. As well might he say, 

It had been said, speeches were made from one | what had fallen from the gentleman from Con- 
side of the House to the galleries.. He believed | necticut on Goopricn) was intended to injure 
that both sides had done the same, for gentlemen | the Vice President. i 
allowed they did not expect to make geonverts in| Mr. M. would not boast of what the Southern] 
that House, and therefore they must have spoken | States had done; but he would ri what they: 
to the public. e 

A subjecthad been introduced which he thought 
ought not to have been mentioned in that House— 
he meant the conduct which it was said the Pre-| Mor. M. said, he thought an observation made by 
sidenthad adopted of appointing to office persons of | the gentleman from New York, yesterday, went 
one opinion only. Thismight beattended with great’) wholly against his own doctrine, viz: that appoint- 
inconvenience. Suppose the President and Vice | ments to office made ten enemies to one friend. 
President were, at any time, of different political | He believed the contrary was the truth, and that 
opinions; if the former were to die, the latter, if | the Governor of the State of N ew York had re- 
this system was to be acted upon, must turn out | mained a long time in office principally from the 
all persons in office, which would certainly ap- | support which that patronage gave him. The 
pear an extraordinary measure. | same gentleman was equally unfortunate in his 

It was said that the gentleman from Virginia, | reference to the amendment proposed by the Le- 


had not done; they had not been t 


acts, &c. 


promoters: 
of banks, funding and excise systems, stamp 
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gislature of Virginia to. the Constitution, as the 


Representatives have and ought to have the power 
in question. [Mr. Writiams said he alluded to 
the amendment proposed two years ‘ago, which 
was differently expressed.] 

Mr. M. did not know what gentlemen meant 
when they spoke of the usurpations of that House 
over the other branches of the Government; such 
| a remark could only be intended to impose upon 
- the people out of doors. 

= Mr. M. said, the question was a simple one. It 
|- was whether that House would undertake to reg- 
| ulate the salaries of foreign Ministers. The right 
| of ies TA could not be doubted; for though he 

did not believe that the House had a right to say 
© to what places Ministers should be sent, and what 
should be their grade, he did believe that they had 
a right to say. that so much salary should be given 
to Ministers at one place and so much at another ; 


living in different places, made four thousand five 
© hundred dollars at one Court, equal to nine thou- 
© sandat another. He hoped, therefore, the resolu- 
tion would be adopted. 
| Mr. Tuarcuer agreed with the gentleman who 
l. had just sat down, that much unnecessary matter 
x had been introduced into the present debate. He 
t believed it must have struck every one, that most 
of the topics which had been discussed related lit- 
tle to the bill itself. He was of opinion that the 
‘mover of the amendment, himself, thought it of 
little importance, because the law would expire at 
the end of two years, and he had frequently said, 
he did not wish his proposed regulation to take 
immediate effect, so that the time between the 
law’s taking effect, and its expiration, could not 
make the object of much consequence. The gen- 
tleman had, therefore, considered thisamendment 
merely as an occasion to reprehend whatever he 
disliked. Mr. T. said, he should make a few ob- 
servations upon what the gentleman declared he 
had in view in bringing forward the amendment, 
viz: to bring the diplomatic establishment to 
what it was from the year 1790 to 1796, when it 


our foreign Ministers. 

Mr. T. adverted to the law of 1790, of which 
he said that the present bill was nearly a tran- 
script; that there was nothing in this bill to alter 
the foreign intercourse establishment (if it- were 
deserving of the name of an establishments) for 
ifa larger sum of money was granted for the War 
or Treasury Departments in one year than had 
been gfinted in another, it would not be said that 
the establishments were departed from. In 1794, 
a million of dollars were granted for foreign inter- 
course; but this was no departure from the diplo- 
matic establishment. In 1796, other sums were 
granted, but none of these grants either added to 
or diminished from the power of the President. 
The only feature in the law of 1790, which could 
constitute anything like a diplomatic establish- 
ment, was the fixing of the salaries, whieh the 
present bill did not go to alter. It was the amend- 
ment which proposed to alter the salaries ; there- 
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‘words of that amendment were that the House of 


and this was proper, since the different style of 


was departed from, and to prevent an increase. of 


fore, if there was any departure from the 
lishment, it wasin the amendment. == 4 
Mr. T: said, it had not been shown to his:sa 
faction that a less sum was necessary to be paid 
to a Minister at Berlin or: Lisbon, than at the other 
Courts. The other view of the mover was, to cut 
off the whole of the diplomatic establishment. 
He thought. this had no connexion wi : 
amendment. If the gentleman from Virginia was 
desirous of effecting this, he ought to have brought 
forward a distinct proposition for the purpi j: 
dependent of this: bill, ang then every one: wottd 
have had the object before them stripped of disguise. 
A much greater latitude of debate had been 
taken than was necessary, if nothing: had beenin 
view more than the intention of the Constitution 
in this respect. It was allowed that neither the 
House of Representatives nor the Senate hada 
right to nominate Ministers; the patronage would, 
therefore, be increased if that House obtained the 
controlling power contended for, That one de- 
partment of Government should interfere: w 
the business of another was a doctrine so well un: 
derstood, that there was no occasion to dilate upon 
it. [Mr. T. read the direction of the Constitution 
in this respect.] He denied that the same clause 
of the Constitution gave the President power to 
appoint public Ministers and Judges. Gentlemen 
confounded two parts of the Constitution together} 
the appointment of Judges depended upon a pre~ 
vious law, but no previous law was necessary: 
the appointment of Ministers. Ap 
But, it was said, if this power. of appoi 
Ministers was possessed’ by ihe President, with 
control, it would swallow up all the other powers 


_of the Government ; and historical facts had been 


adduced to show that other nations had lös 
liberty by excessive influence of their Execu 
The House had been told in. what way E 

and all the European Powers, except one, 
been deprived of their Hay: Except in o 
stance, this assertion had been ‘contradi 
fact; the instance he excepted was Franc 
wished, instead of speaking gennai he 
man from New York (Mr. Havens) 

his finger upon any. one instance, to have supp 


if 
ves. 


fad 


fools, 
ifthe 


re 

things in this country which much resembled the 
situation of that, and if a stop was not putto 
them, we should soon experience asimilar fate. 
Nothing was more easy than to assert that liberty 
had always been destroyed by an excess of power 
in the Executives of Governments; but he pe- 
lieved it had more frequently ‘been destroyed by 
democratie mobs, by the erection of whiskey poles 
and liberty poles, and-by discontented Representa- 
tives going home to their constituents; and setting. - 
them against the Government) “0 
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It could not be denied, that the power of ap- 
pointing to office might be abused ; but to prevent 
an abuse of power, they ought not to take awa 
the power itself. But it was asked whether, if 
the President were to appoint an hundred Minis- 
ters, the House would be bound to appropriate for 
them. In such an extreme case, itseemed to be 
supposed that the point must be conceded, and an 
interference must be had. But he would ask gen- 
tlemen a question, in his turn: When will the 
President appoint a hundred Ministers, or any 
number which the people of the United States 
will not allow to be proper? He would answer 
this question himself, because he knew they could 
not. It would be when the people at large shall 
have been stirred up by means of whiskey and 
liberty poles,and have become so intoxicated and 
corrupt, as to elect a man for President like them- 
selves, who should abuse the power placed in him. 
But this was too extraordinary a state of things 
ever to exist in this country. 

* But it was said, What! cannot this House ap- 
propriate, or refuse to appropriate, as it should see 
proper? Can it not deliberate? In some cases, 
he said, the House was no more at liberty to re- 
fuse to appropriate than a man was at liberty to 
commit a crime. Wherever an office was created 
by the Constitution, or by law, the House was not 
at liberty to refuse an adequate compensation to 
the persons who filled those offices. In certain 
cases, the House might repeal a law fixing sala- 
ries, or for appointing officers; but whilst the law 
existed, these officers must be paid. Mr. T. illus- 
trated his position by a number of instances. 

If it was the opinion of the President, there- 
fore, that it was proper to have Ministers in every 
Court in Europe, he ought to send them, and the 
House could not refuse to appropriate for taeir 
salaries. It would be usurpation to do so. 

It was only necessary to notice one short sen- 
tence of the gentleman from Virginia, to show 
that if that House had the power of controlling 
the appointment to office, the patronage annexed 
to these appointments would be increased a hun- 
dred fold. “If it would accommodate any gen- 
tleman, he had no objection to making the pro- 
vision for a Minister Plenipotentiary to Spain.” 
This language was, “You want a Minister in 
Spain; if you will consent that the House take 
the power of regulating this matter into its own 
hands, I will agree to a Minister being sent there.” 
So that another gentleman might ask for another 
somewhere else, and so on, which would be grant- 
ed on certain conditions. Every one must see 
to what this would lead. 

But it had been said, that our public agents were 
mostly taken from the Legislature, and that the 
' draughts from thence had been alarming. What, 
he asked, was the fact? At London we have had 
three Ministers, two of whom were never in the 
Legislature; in France five, one of whom had 
only been a Legislative character, and he did not 
come within the view of the gentleman who made 
the assertion, because he was opposed to the view 
of the Executive; at the Hague we have had 
only Mr. Adams, who was never in the Legisla- 


ture; and now Mr. Murray, who, he believed, 
was appointed about three days before his time 
in Congress expired, but who had three months 
before signified his intention of declining any 
further service in Congress; we have had two 
Ministers in Spain, neither of whom were taken 
from the Legislature; in Portugal two, one of 
whom had been in the Legislature ; and one at 
Berlin, which is Mr. Adams. So that out of fif- 
teen foreign Ministers, only four had been Legis- 
lative characters; one of whom did not come 
within the description alluded to, and another 
was appointed within a day or two of ‘the-expira- 
tion of his service: He did not think this a very 
alarming view; and he thanked God that the as- 
sertion had been made in a place where it could 
be controverted. 

When Mr. Taatcuer had concluded, the com- 
mittee rose, had leave to sit again, and the House 
adjourned. « 


Tuourspay, March 1. 


Mr. Livineston reported a bill to continue in 
force, for a limited time, an act declaring the as- 
sent of Congress to an act of Maryland, for the 
appointment of a health officer; which was com- 
mitted for to-morrow. 

Mr. Bayarp reported a bill supplementary to 
the act for establishing the Judicial Courts of the 
United States; which was committed for Monday. 

Mr. D. Foster reported a bill limiting the time 
within which claims for credit on the books of 
the Treasury may be presented for allowance; 
which was committed for to-morrow. i 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


The House then again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole, on the bill providing 
the means of intercourse with foreign nations: 
Mr. NcinoLas’s amendment being under consid- 
eration; when 

Mr. T. Ciargorne, after some apology for doing 
so, proceeded to read some observations on the 
question before the committee. He first stated 
that, considering that the present appropriation 
was demanded, as a matter of right by the Exec- 
utive, to allow of which would be giving him an 
unconstitutional control over the Legislature, he 
could not consent to it. 

Conceiving, as he did, that the House had a 
Constitutional right to make appropriations, and 
separated as we were from European nations, and 
having sufficient sources of happiness within our- 
selves, he was in favor of the present amendment, 
which went to curtail our foreign intercourse. He 
believed the less diplomatic intercourse we had 
the better, and that it was our interest to cultivate | 
peace and harmony among ourselves, and with 
all the world. 

It the doctrines now contended for were to pre- 
vail, there would be no power in this House over 
the purse of the nation; it would merely be the 
means of collecting taxes,and could not refuse any 
appropriation of money which the Executive 
might eall for. 
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Alter examining the Constitution, and show- 
ing that this doctrine had no support there, he 
took notice of some interrogatories which had 
been put by a gentleman. from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Goopricu:). What, exclaimed.that gentleman, 
have these disorganizers done ? 

Mr. C., in answer to this question, went into an 
enumeration of. the services which the Southern 
States had performed, particularly what the State 
of Virginia had done, in the course of the Revolu- 
tionary war, in order to procure this Constitution ; 
and then took notice of what they had done and 
were still doing, in support of it.. They submit- 
ted, he said, to all the regulations under it, parti- 
cularly to excise and stamp laws, which were 
obnoxious to republican Governments, nor did 
they complain of the impost duties, though the 
bore hard upon them. When an insurrection too: 
place in the State of Pennsylvania, they were the 

rst to march to quell it. No. rebellious person 

had ever dared to show his head in his disorgan- 
izing State. They had been much injured in the 
settlement of their accounts for supplies furnished 
during the war, in some cases not having been 
compensated for one-hundredth part of the inju- 
ries which had been done, and in some not a thou- 
sandth part. 
_. Mr.C. would ask, in his turn, what those friends 
of order (the Eastern States) had done in support 
of the Constitution? They had, he knew, been 
the means of procuritig for the country a British 
treaty, which was likely toinvołve us in war, and 
they were now endeavoring to make all the branch- 
es of Government dependent upon the Executive. 
He did not thank them for such support. 

As to what had been said about addressing the 
galleries, and the people out of doors, he believed 
it was perfectly right that the people should be 
well informed of what they, their representatives, 
were doing, except they were to be looked upon as 
a senseless herd, of whom it was not necessary to 
take any notice. He wished there were no mo. 
tives in the House less. pure than these. For his 
patt, he respected the sovereignty of the people, 
and wished to remain no longer in that House 
than whilst he spoke their sense. 

The gentleman from Connecticut had spoken 
in high terms of the late President. He had him- 
self'a high opinion of that gentleman, and so had 
his constituents. It was true, they disapproved 
of some things that he had done, and were sorry 
that he had done them. As to the gentleman 
who now fills the Presidential chair, he viewed 

‘him. as a great and good man; but he. believed 
- all men to be fallible. “When he did things which 
ought, in his opinion, to be approved, he should 
approve them ; and when be acted contrarily, he 
should condemn them... He believed. that, in his 
State, there-were neither prejudices against, nor 
r of, either the late or present President. ` 
the gentleman from Connecticut, to whom 
uded, called for union. This was a 
d7 but it appeared to him as if some- 
ished rather to shake the. Union ‘to: 
entre. His own. mind, however, ‘acquitted 
of anything that had not in. view the good 


of the people. He wished to: preserve the harnio- 
ny of the Union; he would hazard everything to 
preserve it, because he believed that, “united we 
stand, but divided we falb? = o0 e 0 S ee 

If gentlemen would withhold: their ill-natured 
sarcasms, members migi unite to do:the business 
of the Union for which they were seni: E 
monished them to talk no: more of factious d 
ganizers, feeble minorities; democratic clubs, &c., 
if they wished for union and concord; ‘but that 
they did wish this, with him was doubtful: If 
they do not, however, said he, let them speak out, . 
and then they will be understood: Such charges, 
every one knew, were unfounded, and being ‘so, 
they could not. be expected to be borne with tem- 
per. No rebellious head had ever been raised 
south of the Potomac. -If a rebellious rascal was 
to appear there, he would not. be suffered to live. 
He knew this to be the Gase in the quarter he had 
mentioned, and he believed the same might ‘be 
said of the States of erat and Delaware; and 
though the people of the Southern States had 
been loaded with all the foul epithets which could 
be imagined, he believed they. would be found the 
props of the Constitution. For his own part, he 
would sacrifice his life to preserve it. Pa 

When Mr. C. had taken his seat— -` 

Mr. @aLLarin rose, and addressed the Chai 
follows: BO - 
Mr. Chairman: The amendment propdsed to, 


ture, and by which the. same object would. 


been attai 


present yea 
posing a re 
asked for the suppo 
lishment. a 
Before we are per 
of the question, we are-arrested 
of discussion by Constitutional a 
not, indeed, insisted that the amendment it if 
unconstitutional; itis not denied that th j 
lature has a right to fix the salaries of public M 
isters; but the reduction of the establishment is: 
supposed, in its operation and tendency, to affect 
the legitimate authority of the Président... We 
are charged with a: design of subverting by our 
doctrine the principles of ‘the Constitution, and 
we are thus drawn, in at incidental manner, into- 
a previous discussion ‘of a Constitutional question. =>- 
“The 2d section-of. the 2d article of the Consti > 
tution, among other’ things, provides, ‘that the 
President shall. nominate; and by and with the 
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advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
Ambassadors, other public Ministers and Consuls, 
Judges of the Supreme Court, and all other offi- 
cers of the United States, whose appointments 
are not herein otherwise provided for, and which 
shall be established by law.” The first inference 
attempted to be drawn from the clause is, not 
only that the appointment of Ministers is exclu- 
sively vested in the Executive, which position is 
self-evident, but that an unlimited number of offi- 
cers, of Ambassadors, and other diplomatic agents, 
is created by the Constitution itself, and that the 
President, in appointing, only fills those pre- 
existing offices. It appears to me that it would 
be more correct to say, that the possible existence 
of those officers is recognised by that section, but 
that the office of Minister to any foreign Court, 
where we have not had any before, is created by 
the President making the appointment. And it 
may even be thought doubtful whether a law may 
not be necessary to create the office before an ap- 
pointment takes place. This clause recognises 
the existence of Judges of the Supreme Court, as 
well as that of foreign Ministers, and gives the 
same unlimited power of appointment in both 
cases to the Executive. Nay, the case of Judges 
is stronger than that of Ministers; for upon these 
the Constitution is silent in every other part, 
whilst not only it is here declared that Judges of 
the Supreme Court, as well as public Ministers, 
may exist, but the 3d article of the Constitution 
poritively enacts that there shall be a Supreme 

ourt, and fixes its jurisdiction, Yet it has not 
been contended that the office of Judges of the 
Supreme Court was created by the Constitution, 
or could be created by the mere appointment of 
the President, without the previous authorization 
of a law. It has not been contended that the 
President had, by the Constitution, the power of 
appointing any unlimited number of those Judges, 
to be fixed by his own discretion. On the con- 
trary, a law had passed defining their number, 
before any appointment took place; and it is not 
insisted that the Executive can appoint more than 
six, as fixed by that law. Had that power, con- 
tended for in relation to public Ministers, existed 
in the case of Judges, that part of the law which 
declares that there shall be six Judges, and no 
more, must be unconstitutional, as we have no 
right by law, and even with the consent of the 
President, to divest him of any of his Constitu- 
tional authorities. Still, it is not my intention to 
lay any stress upon this argument; some nice 
discrimination may perhaps be drawn between 
the two offices; a different construction has here- 
tofore prevailed in the case of Ministers; and it 
is not necessary, in order to prove the constitu- 
tionality of our doctrine, to contend for the con- 
struction of this section. I would not, therefore, 
have made these preliminary observations had it 
not been to show that the power of the Execu- 
tive to appoint Ministers without the previous 
sanction of a law, from which it is attempted to 
derive by implication the right of controlling the 
Legislature in the exercise of its own Constitu- 
tional powers, is itself of a doubtful nature, and 


United States.” - 


can only be admitted by a very liberal construc- 
tion of that clause of the Cunstitution. 

On the other hand, the Constitution has ex- 
pressly and exclusively vested in Congress: the 
power of raising, granting, and directing the ap- 
plication of money. The 8th section of the:1st 
article declares, that “ Congress shall have power 
to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, and to borrow money on the credit of the 
The 1st section emphatically 
states, that “All legislative powers herein granted 
shall be vested in a Congress ;” and the 9th sec- 
tion provides, that “no money shall be drawn 
from the Treasury, but.in consequence of appro- 
priations made by law.” 

We say that Congress, having the sole power 
of granting money, are judges of the propriety 
or impropriety of making a grant, and that they 
have a right to exercise their discretion therein; 
whilst those who oppose the amendment upon 
Constitutional grounds, contend that the power 
of creating the office of public Ministers, vested 
in the President, imposes an obligation upon Con- 
gress to provide an adequate compensation for as 
many as he shall think fit to appoint. We say 
that the power of granting money for any pur- 
poses whatever belongs solely to the Legislature, 
in which it is literally vested by the Constitution. 
They insist that that power in this instance at- 
taches, by implication, to the President, and that 
Congress are bound to make provision, without 
having a right to exercise their own discretion. 

In order to establish this doctrine, it is asserted 
that, by our Constitution, each department may 
have checks within itself, but has none upon the 
others ; that each department is self-independent, 
has its own share of powers, and moves uncon- 
trolled within its sphere; that, therefore, when- 
ever a certain authority is, by the Constitution, 
vested in any one department, it must possess 
the means to carry that authority into effect, and 
that the other departments are bound to lend their 
assistance for that purpose. 

Those positions will not stand the test of inves- 
tigation. Whenever the powers vested in any 
one department are sufficient to complete a cer- 
tain act, that department is independent of all 
the others, and it would be an unconstitutional 
attempt in any of the others to try to control it. 
But whenever the powers have been so distribu- 
ted between two departments, in relation to ano- 
ther certain act, that neither of the two can com- 
plete the act by virtue of its own powers, then 
each department is controlled by the other, not in 
relation to the operation of its appropriate powers, ` 
but in relation to the act itself. Hach depart- 
ment, in that case, may go as far as its own au- 
thority will permit, but no further. The refusal 
of the other department to exercise its powers in 
relation to that act, in the same direction, and in 
concurrence with the first department, is no 
abridgement of the legitimate powers of the first. 
It is the Constitution which, in that case, abridges 
the powers of both, and which has rendered the 
concurrence of both necessary for the completion 
of the act. If either of the departments, in that 
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case,-after having exercised- its own authority 
towards the completion of the act, shall pretend 
to havea right to force the powers-of the other 
in the same direction, soas to` have the act com- 
pleted--against,.or without its voluntary consent, 
it. is that department which abridges the legiti- 
mate exercise of the powers of the-other. Thus, 
in the instance before us, the President may ap- 
point as many public Ministers as he thinks fit, 
and if hecan send them to their intended mission 
without the assistance of any act of the Legisla- 
ture; if he can, as- in the case of Consuls, find 
men who will serve without a salary, he has a 
right to do.it, and thus to act uncontrolled by the 
Legislature; because, in this supposed instance, 
his own authority is sufficient to carry into effect 
his- intentions. But further than that he cannot 
0}; for the Constitution, in no part, gives him 
any. power to force the Legislature to grant the 
money which may -be necessary to pay the Minis- 
ters... In the’same ‘manner the Legislature have a 
right to appropriate a sum of money for the pur- 
pose of paying twenty public Ministers, if they 
shall, in their judgment, think so many necessary. 
But further than that they cannot go; they can- 
F not force the President to appoint twenty Minis- 
ters, if he does not think them necessary. In this 
instance the act is placed partly under the juris- 
diction of the Executive, and partly under that of 
the Legislature—under the jurisdiction of the 
Executive so far as relates to the creation of the 
office and to the appointment—under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Legislature so far as relates to grant- 
ing the money—and the concurrence of both de- 
partments is necessary to complete the act. 

The contrary doctrine leads to a palpable ab- 
surdity, for if it be true that any department, 
having expressed its will in relation to an act 
upon which it can operate but partially, binds the 
other departments to lend their assistance, in order 
that its will may be completely carried into effect ; 
it follows that whenever two departments: shall 
differ in opinion as to a certain act, we shall have 
two different wills acting in contrary directions, 
and each, however, binding the other respectively; 
that isto say, that there is a necessity that the 
act should, at the same time, be done in two dif- 
ferent ways, or in some instances, that it should, 
at the same time, be done and not be done. But 
the fact is, that the true doctrine of those gentle- 
men, though not openly avowed on the present 
occasion, is not, that each department may act 
uncontrolled in the exercise of its own appropriate 
powers ; but that they have two standards, one 
of which they apply to the Executive, and another 
By- which they measure the powers of the Legis- 
lature; and that, in their opinion, the powers of 
the Executive are paramount, and must limit and 
control those of the Legislature, whenever they 
happen to move in the same sphere, whenever 
the execution of an act depends upon the concur- 
‘rence of both. 

This doctrine is as novel as itis absurd. We 
have always been taught to believe, that, in all 
mixed Governments, and especially in our own, 
the different departments mutually operated as 
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checks one upon the other. It is a principle inci- 
dent to the very nature of those Governments’; it 
is a- principle which flows from the distribution 
and separation of Legislative and Executive pow- 
ers, by which the same act, in many instances, 
instead of belonging exclusively to: either, falls: . 
under. the discretionary and partial authority: of 
both; it is a principle of all our State con 
tions; it is a principle of the Constitution under 
which we now-act; it is a principle recognise 
by every author who wrote on the subject; it is. a 
principle fully established by the theory and prac 
tice of the Government of that country 6 
which we derive our: political institutions. In 
Great Britain the power of declaring war is vested 
in the King; but the power of granting: supplies, 
in order to support the war, is vested in Bidia. 
ment. It has never- been contended there’ that 
Parliament were bound by the act of the King in 
granting money for that purpose; itis; onthe 
contrary, fully understood that a concurrence of 
opinion is necessary before a war can be carried 
into effect ; that the two departments, in that re- 
spect, control and check each other, and that war 
is never declared by the King, unless ‘he can de- 
pend on the support of Parliament, 5 0 247 
When it is found that the Const 


cording to justice and. propriety 
claim the absurd privilege of acting 
cient motives, but we wish ‘every ‘proper.m 
to have its due weight.. The opinion of. tt 
cutive, and, where he has a ‘partial pow 
application of that power to a. certain objee oe 
ever operate as powerful motives upon our delibe- =.. 
rations. I wish it to have its full weight; but T- 
feel averse to a doctrine which would: plac 
under the sole control of a single force impe 
us in a certain direction, to the exclusion 6: 
the other motives of: action which shou 
influence us. as > RTE 
The last clause of the 8th section 
article of the Constitution; which de 
“Congress shall have power to make all laws... 
which shall be necessary-and proper for carrying- < 
into execution the foregoing powers, and all other 
powers vested by this Constitution in the Govern- 
ment of the United States, or in any department 
or officer thereof,” was introduced yesterday “in 
order to prove that Congress were bound to: pass « 
the Jaws necessary to carry into execution any of 
the powers vested by the Constitution in the Pre- 


ares that 
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power and does not imposea duty; it does not 
say that Congress shall make laws, but shall have 
power to make laws—that is to say, shall exercise 
their own discretion. This clause, contrasted 
with the language of the Constitution in another 
part, affords an additional proof in support of our 
arguments. 

It cannot have escaped: observation that the 
doctrine of some gentlemen on this floor would, 
by transferring to the Executive the power of 
determining the amount of an appropriation, give 
him a Legislative power, the power of doing what 
is within the province of a law, the power of fix- 
ing the rule by which a certain act is to be exe- 
cuted; whilst the Legislature, being bound to 
carry into effect the intention of the President, 
would, in that instance, be transformed into an 
Executive puwer. That such was not the intent 
of the Constitution appears from its not using, in 
the last mentioned clause, the same mode of ex- 
pression which is applied to mere Executive 
duties. The 3d section of the 2d article directs 
that “the President shall take care that the laws 
befaithfully executed.” Here no discretion is left. 
The Constitution does not here say that the Presi- 
-dent shall have power to execute the laws; but, 
by the phraseology, he is bound to have them exe- 
cuted. When, therefore, the Constitution means 
to impose a duty, it is sufficiently explicit, and 
positively directs the act to be done; and we may 
safely conclude, that where it gives no such dis- 
cretion, where it empowers instead of command- 
ing, the reason is that it meant to leave a discre- 
tion. 

It is also objected that Congress cannot, in 
every case, exercise that discretion we contend 
for, as those clauses of the Constitution which 
provide “that the President and Judges shall re- 
ceive, for their services, a compensation, which 
shall not be diminished, &c.,” would be defeated, 
by the refusal of the Legislature to appropriate 
for that purpose. 

The Constitution recognises the existence of 
public Ministers as well as that of the President 
and Judges. It goes no farther on the subject of 
Ministers; but declares that the President and 
Judges shall have salaries, &c. Had the framers 
of the Constitution also intended that Congress 
should be bound to make provision for Ministers, 
they would have introduced a similar clause in 
respect to them. The Constitution is explicit in 
one case, and declares that salaries shall be given; 
it is silent in the other, and does not declare that 
salaries shall be given. The objection, therefore, 
cannot reach farther than the specific case upon 
which it is grounded. Permit me to add, that, 
in respect to the President and Judges, the discre- 
tionary power of the Legislature to grant money 
is limited only by the Constitution, and is not 
transferred to any other department. For the 
number of those officers being determined, in re- 
spect to the President by the Constitution, and in 
respect to the Judges by law, the amount of mo- 
ney necessary for their support, which must be in 
proportion to their number, is fixed in the first in- 


tive. The limitation of the Legislative power 
does not go farther there, than to bind subsequent 
Legislatures for a certain time by the acts of for- 
mer ones. But, in respect to public Ministers, 
should the doctrine, against which we contend, 
prevail—as their number would be fixed, not by 
the Legislature, but by the President—the amount 
of money necessary for their support would also 
depend upon him; and the power of granting mo- 
ney, in that instance, would be transferred from 
the Legislature to the Executive. 

Some gentlemen, embarrassed by the clause re- 
specting appropriations, have attempted to dimin- 
ish its force by correcting it with the following 
one, which directs the publication of the accounts 
of receipts and expenditures of the public money, 
and by representing it as a mere matter of form, 
It is strange, indeed, that an attempt should be 
made to represent appropriation clauses in the 
Constitution as mere matters of form, as nominal 
provisions, whilst the only security against stand- 
ing armies, contained in the Constitution, consists 
in the clause which provides that “no appropria- 
tion of money to raise and support armies shall 
be longer than two years.” But the ingenuity of 
those gentlemen cannot erase the obnoxious clause; 
and so long as it shall remain a part of the Con- 
stitution, so long shall it be necessary that a law 
be passed before any money can be drawn from 
the Treasury, to be applied only in such manner, to 
such extent, and for. such purposes, as shall have 
been ascertained previously by law. It is this 
clause which completes the power vested in Con- 
gress over money. And it should be well under- 
stood that the doctrine for which we contend is 
that Constitutional principle which gives to the 
Legislature an exclusive authority of raising and 
granting money—an authority which our oppo- 
nents wish to place, in several instances, (the 
present one, and that of treaties,) in the hands of 
the Executive, allowing him thereby to raise and 
to expend money without the control of Congress. 
I say to raise money—for it is immaterial to me 
whether he does it directly, or whether the Legis 
lature are bound to do it according to his dis- 
cretion. 

In this investigation, I have confined myself: 
strictly to the Constitutional question, wishing to 
ascertain what the Constitution was, and not 
what it should be. Before I make any observa- 
tions on the tendency and consequences of the 
two opposite constructions, I wish to make some 
on the merits of the amendment itself. 

We conceive that the effect of the amendment 
will be to prevent an extension of our political 
connexions with foreign nations, at the same time 
that it will reduce an expenditure of money, 
which, if unnecessary, may be applied to give an 
undue influence to the Executive, through the 
means of patronage, even over the Legislature. 
But we do not believe that this amendment will 
injure our commercial intercourse with those na- 
tions, or cause any prejudice to our commercial 
interests. = a 

The commercial intercourse between nations Is 
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regulated by the.law of nations, by- the municipal 
laws.of the respective countries, and by treaties 
of commerce, The application of those different 
Jaws to individual cases, the protection of indi- 
viduals against acts of oppression not. consonant 
with. those laws,the protection of our seamen and 
of our citizens trading to. foreign countries, fall 
within the province of those agents known by the 
name of Consuls. Consuls are appointed for that 
specific purpose; we have them. in all countries 
with -which we trade, whether we have. there 
public Ministers or not; they protect our com- 
merce as effectually at Hamburg, in Denmark, or 
Sweden, where we have no: diplomatic charac- 
ters, as it is protected in Spain, or Holland, where 
we have Ministers. It is only when we wish to 
obtain a. change in’ the regulations provided by 
the acknowledged law of nations, or by the mu- 
nicipal laws of the country; that public Ministers 
are necessary, as they alone can negotiate with a 
foreign Government, as they alone can form: trea- 
ties of commerce. But it is only the application 
of laws and treaties to individual cases which,re- 
quires a continual attention and a permanent resi- 
dence. The extraordinary occasions on whith it 
may be necessary to negotiate treaties may be 
pee for by special missions, by extraordinary 
avoys; and it is worthy of remark that the two 
only treatiés which have yet been made, under 
the present Constitution, with foreign nations, 
those with Great Britain and Spain, have both 
been formed by extraordinary Envoys, (Mr. Jay 
and Mr. Pinckney,) although we had at that time 
public Ministers at those two Courts. The pro- 
posed amendment affects only the permanent 
diplomatic establishment; it applies neither to 
Consuls, nor to such extraordinary missions as 
circumstances may render necessary. 

‘It must be acknowledged, however, that it is 
not improbable that the extension of our diplo- 
matic establishment may tend to increase the 
number of our commercial treaties beyond those 
which might resul from extraordinary missions. 
Bat is this a desirable object? It would, indeed, 
be extremely advantageous to obtain from all na- 
tions sucl» general alterations in the law of nations 
as would secure the freedom of the seas,and effect- 
ually protect the flag cf neutral Powers against the 
danger of capture or detention, in all possible cases. 
But have we ever yet formed a commercial treaty, 
in which those provisions were not connected with 
some commercial restrictions of a different nature, 
and which did not even contain some causes of a 
political nature? I will go farther, and I will ask 
whether we have denied any commercial advan- 
tage from the commercial treaties we have here- 
tofore made? .Let me remind gentlemen on this 
floor with the situation of our commerce before 
the organization.of this Government. The trea- 
ties of commerce we had at that time with France, 
Holland, Sweden, and Prussia, had not prevented 
its depression. - And to what cause must we as- 
cribe the vigor.it had acquired before the present 
European war? Not to commercial treaties; for 
we had formed no new ones. To the want of a 
General Government, having a power of making 
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cles relative to the admission of prizes of one 
nation into our ports, and- of the exclusion: of 
those of another, were the cause of long-and criti- 


cal diplomatic. discussions.’ We have now ex- 
tended to the other: belligerent: Power the same 
clauses, with a reservation of-our prior engage- 
ments, but to the exclusion of nations with whom, 
we had no treaties, and have not thereby. lessened 
our difficulties. Bayt pal Fes de 
But, I will again ask, what commercial advan». 
tage have we derived from our commercial tr 
with France, which we would not have enjoyed 
without that treaty?.Havewe derived any fromthe 
commercial part-of our treaty with Great Britain? 
Is our commerce with that nation ona better 
footing than it was without the treaty ? Ido not 
mean to allude to the conventional part. of 
treaty, by which our differences were arrange 
{do not mean to allude to. the political conses 


that England has opened the Hast ‘Indi 
us under the restrictions provided. by-t 
and to all neutral nations without. thos 
tions.. Whether she means to include 
general provision, which relates toa 
tions, or to keep us under the trea 
Iwill not pretend to say, and is 
the present question: But it:is- evident that 
are placed, by the treaty, in a ‘worse comm 
situation, in respect to the East Indies, th 
were in fact before the. treaty, or thai 

be by the sole effect of the municipal 
Great Britain. It also appears, hy that act of Pa 
liament, that England haslaid a countervailing: 

ty on our imports there in American vessel T ie 
they had a right to. do without the treaty ; puto 
they had: not attempted to doit untilthe treaty 


réa 
Wi 


took place, because we had: till. then the natural. 
right of defeating that measure, by our own regu 
lations here. We have abandoned that right by~ 
the treaty: we have, in order to-obtain-some sup- 
posed commercial advantages, daid a restriction: 
upon our natural power of making out own gen= 
eral commercial regulations: This aet’of: Pare 
liament, however, is the only- effect, in relation to: 
commerce, which: has.yet resulted from the treaty. 
What its conséquences upon our trade may be, I- 
cannot judge; but it places us precisely in the 
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situation in which we were before the year 1789, 
when we had no efficient General Government, 
when we could not make commercial regulations 
of a general nature. If the commercial part of 
our former treaties had not been attended with 
any beneficial consequences ; if, on the contrary, 
it has involved us in a critical situation, we may 
be permitted to doubt whether commercial trea- 
ties are not as likely to check as to protect our 
commerce. 

It is not denied that an extension of our. politi- 
cal connexions with Europe would be injurious 
to us; but it is said that our having no Ministers 
in foreign countries will not prevent foreign. na- 
tions sending their Ministers here, and that our 
Ministers abroad will not increase our political 
foreign connexions. I do not mean to make any 
personal allusions to the conduct of our Ministers 
in Europe; but we may judge from past events, 
we may judge from the conduct of foreign Minis- 
ters here, that diplomatic characters are not likely’ 
to be inactive. From the nature of their ap- 
pointment, from the nature of man, we know that 
they will try to acquire importance with theirown 
Government: and credit. to themselves; they 
are placed in a dangerous vortex, and’ they will 
all, more or less, according to circumstances and 
to their personal character, take a part in the po- 
litical intrigues or quarrels of Europe. They will 
attempt to do something; they will attempt to 
involve us in the political vortex of Europe ; they 
will try to make for us new connexions, or to 
break ancient connexions. 

Whether foreign nations, with whom we have 
no public Ministers, will send Ministers here, can- 
not be absolutely foretold ; but we know that it is 
not usual. Atall events it cannot be wise to in- 
vite a greater number of foreign Ministers here, 
by extending our diplomatic establishment to 
countries where we have not heretofore sent 
Ministers. The amendment under consideration 
has no tendency to annihilate that establishment, 
but it will effectually check its extension. If our 
Ministers abroad are necessary for the protection 
of our commerce, or on account of our political 
situation in respect to the belligerent Powers, this 
amendment will not withdraw their compensa- 
tion. Its avowed object, its only possible effect, 
is to reduce the establishment to what it was in 
1796, when we had no Minister at Berlin, and 
when our Minister at Lisbon, with a salary of 
$4,500, rendered us the same services as if he had 
had $9,000. 

But we are told that this is not the time to make 
a reduction ; that our situation in respect to Eu- 
rope forbids it; and that our differing in opinion 
with the President on this subject, will prove us 
to be a divided people. I am much afraid, that 
if now is not the time, it will be with this reform, 
as with all others, it will never be time. To 
evince to European nations that we wish not to 
mix in their political sphere of action; that we 
are not desirous of forming political connexions ; 
that we will not interfere, especially at this time, 
with their political interests, 1s, in my opinion, the 
best mode in our power to prevent their interfer- 


ing with us, and the most likely to produce a 
termination of our present dispute. Nor can Į 
conceive how our expressing, on this ground, a 
difference of opinion with the Executive, will tend 
to prove that we are are not united on the-sub- 
ject of self-defence. . But I believe that now isthe 
time to express our opinion, because the object of 
the extension of our diplomatic establishment hav- 
ing been explained to us by the President, it is our 
duty, if we think the object contemplated to be 
dangerous, not to be silent upon this occasion: 
Our information is derived from the following 
paragraph of the President’s Speech at the open- 
ing of the last extraordinary session of Congress: 


& Although it is very true that we ought not to: in- 
volve ourselves in the political system of Europe, but 
to keep ourselves always distinct and separate from it, if 
we can ; yet, to effect this separation, early, punctual, and 
continual information of the current chain of events, and 
of the political projects in contemplation, is no less ne+ 
cessary than if we were directly concerned in them. 
It is necessary, in order to the discovery of the efforts 
made to draw us into the vortex, in season to make pre+ 
parations against them. However we may consider 
ourse#ves, the maritime and commercial Powers of the 
world will consider the United States of America as 
forming a weight in that balance of power in Europe 
which never can be forgotten or neglected. It would 
not only be against our interest, but it would be doing 
wrong to one half of Europe at least, if we should vol- 
untarily throw ourselves into either scale. It is ana- 
tural policy for a nation that studies to be neutral, to 
consult with other nations engaged in the same studies 
and pursuits. At the same time that measures ought 
to be pursued with this view, our Treaties with Prussia 
and Sweden, one of which is expired, and the other 
near expiring, might be renewed.” : 


Permit me, before I proceed to make any re- 
marks upon that part of the President’s Speech, 
to contrast the sentiments contained in the late 
President’s Address to the People, on his retiring 
from office: 


“The great rule of conduct for ps, in régard to for 
eign nations, is, in extending our-commercial relations,. 
to have with them as little political connexion as possi- 
ble. So faras we have already formed engagements, 
let them be fulfilled with perfect good faith. Here let 
us stop.” i 

“ Europe has a set of primary interests, which to us 
have none, or a very remote relation. Hence she must 
be engaged in frequent controversies, the causes of 
which are essentially foreign to our concerns. Hence, 
therefore, it must bë unwise in us to implicate ourselves 
by artificial ties, in the ordinary vicissitudes of her poli- 
tics, or the ordinary combinations and collisions of her 
friendships or enmities.” ae se 

t Our detached and distant situation invites and ena- 
bles'us to pursue a different course. If we remain one 
people, under an efficient Government, the period is not 
far off when we may defy material injury from externa 
annoyance. Why forego the advaritages of so peculiar, 
a situation? Why quit our own to stand apon foreign’ 
ground? Why, by interweaving our destiny with that. 
of any part of Europe, entangle our peace and prosperity 
in the toils of European ambition, rivalship, interest, 
humor, or caprice ? It is our true policy to-steer clear 0 
permanent alliances with any portion of the foreign 


1129 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1130 


Foreign Intercourse. 


[H or R: 


Marca, 1798.] 


world, so far, I mean, as we are now at liberty to do it. 
Let those engagements be observed in- their genuine 
sense.. But, in my opinion, it is unnecessary, and 
would be unwise to extend them.” 

Supported by this authority, may I hope to es- 
cape the censure of arrogance, if, on this occasion, 
I dare express an opinion in some degree opposed 
to the very respectable authority of the President 
of the United States. 

The object of both the late and the present Pres- 
ident is perfectly the same; it is that we may not 
be involved in the political system of Europe, that 
we may not be drawn into the vortex. But they 
do not seem altogether to agree on the means by 
which to obtain that object. 

The President of the United States conceives 
that itis a natural policy for us to consult with 
other nations engaged in the same studies. and 
pursuits, and that measures ought to be pursued 
with this view. The late President thinks it un- 
wise, by interweaving our. destiny with Europe, 
to entangle our peace—unwise to implicate our- 
selves by artificial ties—unwise and unnecessary. 
to'extend.our engagements. His opinion is em- 
phatically expressed by these words: “Here let 
us stop.” 

As to that balance of power in Europe, which 
never can be forgotten or neglected, it is asystem 
which, so far as it relates to Europe itself, it is not 
necessary for us to discuss. And yet, without ex- 
amining all the useless wars to which it has serv- 
ed'as a cause or a pretence, we must recollect, at 
what late period the British Ministry wanted to 
involve the British nation in a war with Russia 
for the purpose of preserving that balance, which 
might, in their opinion, be affected by the transfer 
of Oczackow, situated as it is in a remote corner 
of the Black Sea, from the hordes of Tartars which 
rule Turkey, to the Tartar hordes. which inhabit 
Russia. But, however interesting that balance 
may be to Europe, how does it concern us? We 
may lament the fate of Poland and Venice, and 1 
never can myself see, without regret, independent 
nations blotted from the.map of the world. But 
their destiny does not affect us in the least. We 
have no interest whatever in that balance, and 
by us it should be altogether forgotten and ne- 
glected. If we ever think that we have an inter- 
est in it, shall. we not be induced to throw our 
weight in the seale; shall we not involve ourselves 
in the destinies and the wars of Europe? If we 
act on our own ground, is it likely that other na- 
tions will ever consider us as forming a weight 
in their balance? ee 

But, if we adopt the policy to consult with other 
nations—if measures are to be pursued with that 
view—if we are to form new foreign political 
connexions, how can we hope to escape being una- 
voidably drawn into the vortex? It was, after 
having thus communicated his intention, 1t wasin 
pursuance of that plan, that the President thought 


== fit to send a Minister to Berlin. With Prussia we 


. have no commerce. 
| ject of that embassy, Sweden, Denmark, the 


Had commerce been the ob- 


Hanse towns, or Italy, would have been preferred. 


- The mission is avowedly and evidently of a polit- 


ical nature; and if we are to.consult and to form 
connexions with nations who may. in our opinion, 
be engaged in similar pursuits with ourselves; if 
Prussia is considered as such, with what nation in 
Europe may we not, and shall we not, according 
to circumstances consult, concert measures, and 
form political arrangements ? It is from this view 
of the subject that I have been induced, however 
reluctantly, fully to state all the reasons which 
impress upon my mind conviction of the import- 
ance of the present amendment, of the import- 
ance of checking.at this time, and in its birth, a 
system.which tends to increase, our political con- 
nexions with Europe. . py en ; 

So much has already been said. on the subject 
of patronage, or the danger which might hereafter 
result from an influence obtained through. those 
means over the Legislature, and on the system 
said to be adopted by the Administration, to ex- 
clude from every description of. office men: whe 
do not subscribe toa certain political ereed, that. { 
think it useless to add any observations on: that 
subject. As, however, the patronage now vested 
by lawin the Executive has been stated as very 
insignificant, I will merely state its real extent, 

It consists in appointment to offices and inthe 
disposal of- public. moneys by contracts. Thean- 
nual pay of the officers in the different depart- . 
ments—of the Treasury, of State, and of War— 
and all the subordinate offices, of Loans, Mint, &e., 
of the officers in the Northwest Territory, of the 
Attorney General, Surveyor General, Indian 
agents, diplomatic characters, agents for the pro- 
tection of seamen, agents and commissioners ap- 
pointed by virtue of certain treaties; in fine, the 
pay of all civil officers, whose appointment de- 
pends upon the Executive or some branch of the 
Administration, including therein all the clerks, 
but excluding the Judiciary department, added to 
the pay and emoluments of the commissioned offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy, forms an aggregate of 
about $420,000. The salary and other emoluments 
of the officers employed in the collection of the 
impost and of the internal revenues, including. 
therein postmasters, ammount. to about $430,000.: 
These two sums amount together to $850,000 
yearly, received by officers who derive their ap- 
pointment from the Executive. n 

The amount of moneys disposed of by.contracts, 
and it is well known that lucrative contracts may 
be made a powerful engine of influence; that: 
amount, calculated on some objects upon an ave- 
rage-of three years, and including those relative. 
to the Mint, to the printing of the several-offices, 
to the printing of the laws, for the transportation 
of the mail, for supplying the provisions, clothing, 
horses, medicines, cannons, arms of the Army, 
for Indian goods, and all the immense details of. 
the Quartermaster’s department ; for building and. 
furnishing all the supplies of the Navy ; for build- 
ing light-houses, and for several other contingent. 
expenses exceeds $1,200,000a year. a 

The aggregate of the two sums ‘exceeds two. 
millions of dollars, a sum by no means despicable, 
when compared with our population and wealth, 
when compared with a revenue which, till this 
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year, never exceeded seven million of dollars. 


After having stated these considerations, which 


appear to me immediately applicable to the pres- 
ent discussion, I would not encroach any longer 
on-the patience of the committee, had not some 
gentlemen brought into view a number of topics 
of a more general nature, in which it may not be 


altogether useless to follow them. 


The first position they assume is, that there isa 
natural tendency in the Legislative department 


to encroach upon the Executive, and they attempt 


to prove by historical facts, that, in all countries, 
where a Republican form of Government ever 


existed, the Executive has in fact been swallowed 


up by the Legislature. The instance of the Greek 
Republics and their subversion by Philip of Ma- 
cedon, and that of Rome, have been chiefly insist- 


ed-upon. Both are altogether inapplicable to the 
American Constitution. The question is not, 


whether Governments, constructed on different. 


principles from ours, have been destroyed by the 
effect-of those principles, but whether the history 
of those similar to our’ own will ‘support the as- 
sertion. 

The small Greek Republics, Athens especially, 
were governed directly and immediately by the 
people themselves. In Rome, where the Consti- 
tution, though imperfectly, was better balanced, 
the popular. branch of Government was also an 
assembly of the whole people of the city; and 
when their virtues and their manners, which could 
alone support such a system, had been corrupted 
by the spoils of a conquered world; when the 
dregs of every other town of Italy, admitted to the 
tights of citizenship, had resorted to a corrupt me- 
tropolis; when a few citizens, enriched by the 
treasures of Asia, had it in their power to bribe 
that mixed mass, which alone, and without being 
controlled by the other parts of an extensive em- 
pire, disposed of every office of honor or power; 
when these offices thus obtained placed ambitious 
leaders at the head of the standing armies, which 


constituted at that time, the sole military force of 


the nation; we cannot be at a loss to discover 
the causes of the civil wars and contests for 


power which terminated in the establishment of 


despotism. 

These instances are inapplicable to our own 
situation, because those Governments essentially 
differed from that of America in this, that the 
Legislative power was there lodged in the peo- 
ple residing in a single city, and that it is here 
vested in the Representatives of the whole peo- 
ple: There not only was there no proper or 
precise distribution of powers, but there also the 
people themselves had the authority of delibera- 
ting and of enacting laws, and here they have 
only that of electing the persons who are to make 
laws for them. AH that can be proved by this is, 
that power ought to be vested in the body of the 
people. Butbecause the heterogeneous mass which 
constituted the body of citizens in Rome, abused 
the power they had, ought we to conclude that 
the people of America will abuse the power they 
have not? Or that, because a Government, where 
the principle of representation was unknown, was 


destroyed by the corruption of the people, and the 
ambition of their demagogues, the representative 
Government of the United States will be destroy- 
ed by the Representatives themselves? The his- 
tory of those ancient republics may indeed teach 
us to cherish that principle of’ representation, 
which is'the leading feature of our Constitution, 
and the safeguard of our liberties. It may teach 
us another lesson, applicable to all times and to 
all men—that money accumulated in the hands. 
of a single man, or of a few, may. be applied with 
success to the destruction of any Government. 
The foreign gold of Philip gave the last blow to 
the expiring liberty of Athens, And the same 
engine in the hands of the citizens of Rome was 
not attended with less fatal effects. 

+ But if we turn our attention from a view of ob- 
scure antiquity to modern Europe, how shall-the 
assertion be supported, that, in representative 
Governments, the Legislature usually swallows 
up the Executive? History tells us that, three 
centuries ago, representative forms of government 
existed throughout Europe, in which the repre- 
sentatives of the people, or a part of the people, 
had more or less power and influence, according 
to the various circumstances under which they 
respectively arose. But if we look at the present 
situation of that country, such at least as it was 
before the French Revolution, where can we dis- 
cover traces of those institutions? What has be- 
come of the Cortes of Spain? Of the States 
General of France? Of the Diets of Denmark? 
Everywhere we find the Executive in possession 
of Legislative, of absolute powers. The glim- 
merings of liberty, which for a moment shone in 
Europe, were owing to the decay of the feudal 
system. When the princes were deprived of the 
personal services of their vassals, and of the reve- 
nues derived from their ancient domains; when 
industry and commerce rendered money the prin= 
cipal engine of power, those popular assemblies: 
which had the till then unimportant right of rais- 
ing taxes and granting supplies, arose at once into: 
consequence. And as the Executive, either by 
force, or by fraud, or by the folly of the people 
themselves, succeeded in wresting that power 
from them, they fell again into misuse or insig- 
nificance. 

The fate of the European Republics would lead 
us to similar. conclusions. . Venice, the greater 
part of Switzerland and Holland, would show us 
the Legislative powers equally merging into the 
Executive, and a self-created council or heredita- 
ry Stadtholder, usurping by artifice the legitimate 
authority of representative bodies. Almost every 
vestige of liberty was erased from the continent 
of Europe; and it is to England that we are in- 
debted for the preservation of those principles which 
form the basis of our Constitution. 

It is from England that we have borrowed our 
political institutions. Taught by her example, 
we have improved them and adapted them to our 
own situation ; but her history is stil] that which 
is most applicable to ourselves ; for, notwithstand- 
ing the happy modifications which we have in- 
troduced, the great outlines of representation and 
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distribution of powers are the same, and not- 
withstanding the strong distinguishing features, 
there has never existed a Government more simi- 
lar upon the whole to our own than that of that 
country. 

Some gentlemen, leaving out of view that pe- 
riod in the British history which should natural- 
ly attract our attention, have attempted to draw 
from the events of the reign of Charles the First, 
a proof of their favorite doctrine, the danger to be 
apprehended from the encroachment of the Le- 
gislature. They have forgotten that those events 
were not the effect of the slow progress of an es- 
tablished Government, but the result of an unset- 
tled Constitution. .The precise boundaries of 
power were not ascertained ; Parliament contend- 
ed for the acquirement of rights which had been 
usurped or enjoyed by the Kings. In its begin- 
ning, the contest was between the King in his 
own right, and Parliament in the right of the 
people. .Convulsions, a civil war, a revolution 
ensued. But the position, which we controvert, 
is not that the people or a popular assembly may, 
by a-convulsion, wrest from the Executive powers 
originally obtained by fraud or violence.. It is 
that, when a representative Government, with 
properly distributed. powers, is once established, 
the Legislature will finally encroach upon the 
Executive. This position cannot be illustrated 


. by the events of Charles’s reign; but that. period, 


which extends from the revolution of 1688 to the 
present reign, after the Constitution had been as- 
certained and settled, is that. to which we must 
recur as immediately applicable to our own situ- 
ation. , 

It is during that period that a progressive pat- 
ronage, and a systematic, corrupting influence 
have sunk Parliament to a nominal representa- 
tion,:a mere machine, the convenience used by 
Government for the purpose of raising up sup- 
plies; the medium through which the Executive 
reaches with ease the purse of the people. And 
now, when the farce of obtaining even the nomi- 
nal consent of Parliament is sufficiently under- 
stood, the Ministry dispense with the ceremony, 
and have carried so far their contempt for that 
body,. that the sum spent during the last year, 
without the consent, exceeds the amount spent 
with the consent of Parliament. The Executive 
there have acquired the unlimited and uncontrol- 
led power of raising and expending money, and 
the House of Commons is under a moral obliga- 
tion of making the necessary appropriations. 

But, is it to be apprehended, from the structure 
of our own Constitution, that the Executive will 
be destroyed by the Legislature? The Legisla- 
tive powers, vested in Congress, seem to have 
been given under such efficient checks, as should 
remove any fears of that nature. They are not 
given to a single popular branch, but to two. dis- 
tinct bodies. ‘The consent of both is necessary to 
do any act, and one of them, elected not immedi- 
ately by the people, but through the medium of 
State Legislatures, is, at the same time, united 
with the Executive in the exercise of its most 
important powers, that of appointing to offices, 


and that of making treaties. . Thus no encroach- 
ment can be made upon the Executive powers, 
without the consent of the Senate; and this body 
never will give their assent to any act, which, by 
weakening the Executive, would necessarily di- 
minish their own authority. . But should ‘ever 
such an act pass both Houses of Congress, it must 
not be forgotten that the Constitution has vested 
the President with a modified negative. That 
negative, already twice exercised, was, on both 
occasions, effectual; and it is an absurd supposi- 
tion that, at any time, the President should not be 
supported by at least one-third of the two branch- 
es of the Legislature, against any unconstitutional 
attempt to deprive him of his legitimate authority. 
To these Constitutional barriers, may be ad- 
duced, in respect to any supposed encroachments 
of this House, the greater degree of permanency in 
the Senate and President, and the systematic line of 
conduct which a single magistrate, whose powers 
are always in action, and a permanent body, who, 
like the Senate, are only renewed by thirds,-are 
enabled to pursue; contrasted with the insulated 
efforts of this House, liable to a total renovation 
every two years, and composed of ‘members occa- 
sionally in session, but dispersed through this ex 
tensive country the greater part of the year... Nor’ 
should the gentlemen who attach so great a de~ 
gree of influence to the supposed popularity of this 
ouse, forget, that to us belongs the most obnox- 
ious share of Government, that of laying taxes 
whilst the Executive enjoys the more grateful 
employment of the individual application of the 
public money. ec 
The object of our Constitution has been to di- 
vide and distribute the powers between the seve- 
ral branches of Government. With that distribu- 
tion, and with the share allotted to us, we are 
fully satisfied. We only wish to preserve the 
equilibrium intended by the. Constitution. The 
Constitutional right which is the subject of this 
discussion is of a negative kind. By its exercise 
we may prevent, but we cannot act; nor is there 
any power claimed by us which does not equally 
attach to the Senate, and Jay us under their con- 
trol. In this instance we ask only that the pow- 
ers which the Constitution has separated, may 
not be blended; that the power of raising and 
granting money may remain inviolate in the Le- 
gislature, and that of appointing to offices, or even 
in the case of public Ministers, of creating offices, 
in the Executive. But the doctrine introduced 
by some gentlemen tends, in its immediate effects, 
to blend those powers, and, by vesting that Legis- 
lative authority which they represent as so formi- 
dable, in the same hands where the Executive 
power is lodged, to overset every barrier. and to 
destroy the most fundamental principles of .our 
Constitution. ee 
In the same manner, as in this instance, they 
insist that we are bound to appropriate, they, in the 
case of treaties, also claim for the Executive.a 
power of abridging the Constitutional authority 
of Congress of raising and granting money, and 
vest in that department what they take from this. 
Nor do they stop there. The most important 
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powers entrusted to Congress, exclusively of that 
over money, consist in regulating commerce, rais- 
ing armies, providing a navy, and declaring war. 
And all these are swept away, and transferred to 
the Executive, by the construction put upon the 
treaty-making power, which rests on the same 
foundation with that which isnow claimed. The 
Executive has the power of appointing public 
Ministers, of making commercial treaties, of 
making subsidiary treaties, and of making treaties 
of alliance, offensive and defensive. The same 
principle which should bind us in one case, binds 
us in every other. If we are under a moral ob- 
ligation. to. lend our assistance, in order to carry 
into effect the Constitutional powers of the Exe- 
cutive; if we have no discretion left in the exercise 
of our own; if it be not true, that when an act, in 
order to. be completed, requires the concurrence 
of two departments, each department has an equal 
right to give or to refuse its. assent; if in the in- 
stance of public Ministers, we are bound to appro- 
priate; if in the instance of commercial. treaties, 
we.are bound to repeal or to make commercial 
regulations, in conformity with the provisions of 
the treaties, the inference is unavoidable, that 
where the Executive has formed a subsidiary 
treaty, we are also. bound, without any discretion 
being left to us, to appropriate the sums of money 
necessary to pay the subsidy, to raise the required 
number of auxiliary troops, and to provide the 
stipulated number of ships.of war; that where a 
treaty of alliance offensive has been made, we are 
under a. moral obligation to make war. Thus 
would the important powers entrusted to Congress 
by, the Constitution be reduced to those of coining 
money, passing penal laws, granting patents, and 
establishing post-roads. The rule of constuction 
which, in one instance, vests in the Executive 
the power of granting money, or any other Le- 
gislative authority, makes the transfer in all the 
cases I have enumerated. Any construction which 
shall except a single case, shall restore our discre- 
tion in all. 

Can any fatal consequences attend the full exer- 
cise of the Constitutional discretion of Congress, 
in granting money? Its general effect must be to 
diminish the expenditure of public money. By 
restraining it, you take away the most efficient 


check, provided by the Constitution, to control and | 


to keep within proper bounds that expenditure. 
Thus, applied to the present amendment, the ex- 
ercise of that discretion may prevent too large a 
sum of money being applied to the support of for- 
eign Ministers. It never can be used to increase 
that sum. Thus it may prevent an appropriation 
for the payment of a subsidy to a foreign nation; 
it may prevent an extension of our political 
foreign connexions; it may prevent the raising 
of troops, or the equipping of a fleet; it may 
preventa war. But it vever can create an expen- 
diture of money, an army, a navy, a war, which, 
upon the ground of the doctrine supported by our 
opponents, would not equally take place. The 
checks intended to prevent those evils, and their 
inseparable attendants, taxation and public debts, 
cannot be too strong. For it is the natural tendency 


eres 


‘of Governments, and, I will add, it is the natural 


tendency of every Administration, and of every 
Executive, to increase the rate of expenditure be- 
yond the necessary demands, and the real abilities 
of the nation. It is here, indeed, that we may ap- 
peal to the history of other countries: it is here 
that it will afford us instructive lessons, applicable 
to all times, and to every form of Government. 

Wherever the Executive have acquired an un- 
controlled command over the purse of the people, 
prodigality, wars, excessive taxes, and ever pro- 
gressing debts, have unavoidably ensued. Not to 
speak of Spain and Holland, weakened by those 
causes; not to speak of France, whose example 
is still more awful, the fate of England is sufficient 
to warn us against the dangers of that system.* 


* The Funding System of Great Britain, like that of the United 
States, originated during the war which resulted from their Revo- 
lution (that of 1683) and established their liberty. 

In 1701, at the conclusion of the reign of William HI. after the 
end of the Revolutionary war of Great Britain, and before they 
had been involved in any new contests, the debt of that country 
amounted to £16,394,702, equal to $72,865,342. ` At that time the 
revenue of that nation was £3,895,205, equal to $17,312,022, 

On the first of January, 1796, the debt of the United States (after 
deducting the stock of the Bank held by the United States and the 
sums redeemed by the Sinking Fund) amounted to 879,811,187, 
and the revenue for the year ending on the 30th September, 1796, 
amounted to $6,665,685. 

Thus.the apprehension of a fate similar to that of Great Britain 
cannot be looked upon as unfounded, when we find that our debt 
atthe end of ourown Revolutionary war, of the war which gave 
the first birth to that debt, exceeds. by seven millions of dollars 
that contracted by England’ during the war which also created 
their debt; at the same time that the poration and resources of 
that country, at that time, were more than double, and their.reve- 
nue almost treble of our own. ‘The present situation of Great 
Britain is as follows: 


Total amount of the debt contracted before 1788 — ~ £255,789,287 
Funded and unfunded debt, contracted during the 

present war - - : - - 177,778,225 

: 433,567,512 

Deduct Stock purchased by Com. Sinking Fund - 3,334,200 

ue in 1797" - - - -~ 410,233,312 


And if to that sum be added the Imperial Loan, and the enormous 
expenses attending the latter part of 1797, and the beginning of 
178, estimating the same in propertion to. the expenses of the war 
establishment for 1796, viz: (£32,837,994, of which £14,952,776 
were expended with, and £17.885,218 without the previous con- 
sent of Parliament,) the sum of 450 millions sterling, cannot much 
exceed the present amount of the public debt. 

The amount of annual taxes is ag follows: 


Nett amount of land tax : - £1,950,000 
Malt ditto - - - - - 600,000 
Customs - : - . = + 4,000,000 
Excise - - - - - - . 6,800,000 
Stamps - : - - < 1,300,000 
Miscellaneous’ - . - - - 1,800,000 
: 16,450,000 
Nett produce of taxes imposed in 1793, 1794, 1795 2,400,000 
Ditto of dittoin 1796 and 1797 - - 8,700,000. 
Nett revenue in 1797 - - - - 22,550,000 
Expenses of collectionof all taxes laid before the 
present war, bounties, &c. ` - - 2,350,000 
Total of taxes, exclusively of charges of collection 
on new taxes - $ - = - 24,850,000 


Those taxes which, therefore, exceed twenty-five million ster- 
ling fall short of the expense of the peace establisment by a sum 
of £2,200,000. y 

For the permanent expenses are— 


Interest and charges on funded debt - £15,500,000 
Ditto on unfunded vebt x - - 2,700,000 
Peace establishment, navy and army - 5,630,000 
Civil list - - - - g - 900,000 

24,750,000 
From which deducting the nett revenue - 22,550,000 
Leaves a deficiency of - - - - £2,200,000 


Which last sum, added to the 1,200,0007. annually appropriated for 
the sinking fund, makes an annual deficiency of near three mil- 
lions and a half sterling, The additional tripled assessed taxes, 
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In vain did the insular situation of that nation pre- | stitution afford us security, only as they preserve 
serve it from foreign invasions; in vain did she | us from abuses, and that they will become useless, 
alone, among the great Powers of Europe, enjoy | whenever they shall be applied to cover, protect, 
the advantages of laws which protected property | and defend abuses. - l 
and encouraged industry; in vain did her agri-| May we not be alarmed, when we hear the 
culture arrive to a superior degree of perfection; | gentleman from Delaware, (Mr. Bayarp) iù ac- 
in vain did she obtain the commerce of the world; | cents of regret, telling us that our Executive is 
in vain were the treasures of India poured in her | the most weak, the infirm branch of Government, 
bosom; in vain did the industry of her inhabitants, | and that danger isto be apprehended from its 
and the incalculable effects of machinery, raise | weakness; contrasting the scanty provision and 
her manufactures to their unrivalled present state; | insignificant patronage of our Executive, with 
in vain did she enjoy a century of uninterrupted | the immense army, the incaleulable navy, the 
and unparalleled prosperity. The folly and extrava- | church- patronage, the nobility-creating power 
gance of Government have kept pace with all the | and the civil list of the monarch of Great Brit- 
efforts.of industry, with every improvement of the | ain ? „And concluding, by delivering an opinion 
individuals. The whole surplus of the labor of | that, notwithstanding all those sources of corrupt- 
the industrious part of the community has been | ing influence, the House of Commons; were the 
destroyed by expensive wars; or, if any part | venal boroughs abolished, would lop off every 
escaped. annihilation, it was what was plundered | prerogative of the Crown, till, though the fea- 
by the direct or indirect agents of Government, and |.tures of monarchy might remain, the substance 
was applied to the accumulation of wealth in the | would be gone. 
few unproductive consumers. And now she A Government, which loses the substance, 
stands on the brink of ruin, overburthened by a | however it may retain the features of monarchy, 
debt of four hundred and fifty millions sterling, | is in substance a Republic; and the least idea of 
and by taxes amounting to twenty-five millions | that gentleman is only, that a pure representation 
sterling a year, and yet insufficient to support her | and monarchy are incompatible. But in his opin- 
peace establishment. . ion, provided an equal representation is establish- 
Can we hope fora greater prosperity—for a | ed, monarchy is destroyed, and a substantial Re- 
more fortunate concurrence of circumstances? | public may exist, notwithstanding an accumula- 
Have we any security that we shall be preserved | tion of power and influence equal to those pos- 
from those evils? And yet, this is the system | sessed at present by the King of England. And; 
which flows from the doctrine which would | when this follows his declaration of the dangers 
wrest from the Legislature their exclusive con- | to be feared from the weakness and infirmity of 
trol over the expenditure of money ; that would | our Executive, are we not irresistibly forced to 
vest in the Executive, in certain specific but | infer, that he thinks that the introduction of ar- 
widely extended cases, the power of raising and | mies, navies, patronage and civil list, are necessa- 
applying money. It is the system which seeks | ry to strengthen our Executive, and would not 
for support in the influence of patronage, by in- | injure the principle of our Constitution? + ©” 
creasing the number of offices, and avowing a de-| To such doctrines avowed on this floor, to 
termination to distribute them exclusively as re- | such systems as the plan of Government which 
wards, amongst men of a certain description. It | the late Sceretary of the Treasury (Mr. Hamil- 
is the system which entangles us in new political | ton,) had proposed in the Convention, may per- 
connexions, raises standing armies, builds navies, | haps be ascribed that belief ina part of the com- 
squanders the public money, swells the public | munity, the belief, which was yesterday repre- 
debt, and multiplies the burdens of the people. | sented as highly criminal, that there exists in Ame- 
Shall we be told that the frequent elections oF | rica a Monarchico, Aristocratie Faction, who 
the Executive are a sufficient safeguard against | would wish to impose upon us the substance of 
every danger? Doubtless they are, provided we | the British Government. i : 
are not altogether lost to ourselves. They afford| Ihave allowed myself to make this last obser- 
us that remedy to which hereditary Governments | vation, only in reply to the gentleman who read 
cannot resort. But should we, on that account, | the paper I alluded to. It is painful to recrimi- 
suppose that we are not open to danger? No | nate, E wish denunciations to be avoided, and I 
one can set a higher value on the benefits result- | am notin the habit of ascribing improper. mo- 
ing from an elective Government than myself. | tives to gentlemen on the other side of the ques- 
But let us never forget that the forms of a Con- | tion. Never. shall I erect myself into a High 
aes | Priest of the Constitution, assuming the keys of 
estimated at seven millions sterling, are not included in the | political salvation and damning without mercy 
apie need not be astonished at that immense increase of debts whomsoever differs pane me I opinion: But 
and ene when we find that since the Revolution of 1688 to 1797, | what tone is assumed, in respect to us, by some 
the war expenses of Great Biitain haye excoc dol m3 miitions ae i gentlemen on this floor 2 Ass 
Sabi. during the present war, in all 59,407,6401, and forche army | If we complain of the prodigality of a branch 
and ordnance 270,272,5121. before, and 35,001,7652. during the | of the Administration, or wish to control‘it by re- 
Pree at all Dara, y And to iese sume should Do | fusing to appropriate all the money which is ask- 
terest, charges and principal of the debt, (viz: 380 millions before, ed, we are stigmatized as disorganizers ; if we op- 
and 110 millions since the year 1788,) making the enormous aggre. 


r z ose the growth of systems of taxation, wè are 
i ilti ing d in the s of about a | P i a j : 
n mol moring consumed d me | charged with a design of subverting the Constitu- 
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tion and of making a revolution; if we attem 
to check the extension of our political connex- 
ions with European. nations, we are: branded 
with the epithet of Jacobins. Revolutions and 
Jacobinism do not flow from that line of policy 
we wish to see adopted. They belong, they ex- 
clusively belong, to the system we resist; they 
are its last stage, the last- page in the book of 
the history of Governments under its influence. 
It is after centuries of extravagance, vice, and op- 
‘pression, that the people make revolutions, and 
itis then, itis during the general convulsion that 
ensues, that. the dregs of the nation rise to the 
surface, and overwhelm in a common ruin both 
the oppressors and the deliverers of the people. 
Are gentlemen serious in their fears? Do 
they, from us, apprehend revolutions, plunder, and 
massacre? Have we not an equal stake with 
themselves?. I speak not of myself; but I will 
ask, what benefit could those men, who are com- 
monly called Jacobins, derive from a convulsion ? 
Have they less property ? Have they less to lose 
or more to hope from a change? If you think us 
deprived of common integrity, you might at least 
allow us some share of common sense. But if no 
confidence is to be placed in ourselves, some 
might be put in the people of America and in 
their situation. Ina country, where a scattered 
population covers an extensive territory ; where 
the means of. subsistence are easy; where the 
dangerous class which constitutes an European 
mob does not exist; where actual oppression is 
yet unknown, the people who enjoy those advan- 
tages, who enjoy a better Government and more 
happiness than any other nation of the globe, are 
not the people ready for a revolution. Nor should 
it be forgotten that those parts of the Union that 
are commonly charged with a design of overset- 
ting the Constitution are those which, on account 
of their peculiar situation, on account of the un- 
happy race of men they contain, would be exposed 


to the most dangerous convulsion -by an internal | 


revolution. 

But the evils we wish to prevent are precisely 
those which attach to a nation in our situation ; 
they are such as are easily engrafted in the body 
politic in its infancy ; not calculated in their ori- 
gin to create much alarm, and supported by a 
powerful number of men who derive an immedi- 


até benefit from them, and to whom they are the | 


means of acquiring wealth and power. 

. Still, in the same style of denunciation, by 
whom, it is triumphantly asked, by whom are 
those charges made? By men who have render- 
ed services to their country? A Hampden or a 
Sidney alone have a right to assume the language 
of opposition. Was Ito answer in the name of 
those gentlemen, with whom I generally agree in 
political principles, a recapitulation of their ser- 


vices would easily repel this attack. Was I to} 


answer as an individual, I would say that I can 
claim no right of that kind; I derive none from 
birth, none from personal merit, none from per- 
sonal services. But, as a Representative of the 
people, I feel it a right, and not less a duty than a 


tight, to. resist, upon every occasion, those sys- 


pt | tems which, if adopted, must, in my opinion, prove 


fatal to America. Should I ever, from any per- 
sonal considerations, think myself unauthorized to 
exercise that right, I would tell my constituents, 
Resume your trust; send as your Representative a 
man who, to the same zeal and to the same prin- 
ciples, may unite those qualifications which I 
want, and which will enable him to fulfil his 
trust. And, notwithstanding the partiality they 
have heretofore evinced in my favor, they would 
find no difficulty in supplying my place. 

But by what strange fatality did the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. Goopricn) ` mention 
Hampden and Sidney? Surely his evil genius 
must have suggested the names; for, in the long 
list of English patriots, no two could be more ap- 
plicable to the present discussion. 


Whenever we hear of Hampden, we must re- 
collect that event in his life which has immortal- 
ized his name. The doctrine of the Crown, in 
the case of ship-money, the doctrine against which 
Hampden made his noble stand was, that the 
King being, by his constitutional authority, en- 
trusted with the defence of the country, was the 
sole judge of the danger and of the necessity of 
the measures proper to be adopted; that he must 
possess the means necessary to carry into effect 
his constitutional powers; that he had a right to 
fix the sum of money necessary for that purpose ; 
and that he might by a tax raise that money from 
the people. It is true that it is not attempted 
here to claim this last power for the Executive. 
Hampden’s trial has settled this point. But in all 
its other parts the doctrine of ship-money and the 
modern doctrine supported on this occasion are 
the same, the object the same, the arguments on 
which they are grounded the same. It is still the 
power of raising and applying money claimed by, 
or for the Executive, in certain cases, with the 
only difference that Charles the First exercised it 
by liras a tax without the consent of Parlia- 
ment, and that here it is to be carried into effect 


| by depriving the Legislature of the right of with- 


holding their consent through the means of a moral 
obligation imposed upon them. 

Sidney has left in his writings a still more per- 
manent monument of his talents. Permit me, 
since his name has been mentioned, to trouble the 
committee with a quotation from that work, writ- 
ten against the divine right of Kings, which 
brought him to the block. 

“ Men are naturally propense to corruption, and if he 
whose will and interest it is to corrupt them, be fur- 


i nished with the means, he will never fail to do it. 


Power, honors, riches, and the pleasures that attend 
them, are the baits by which men are drawn to prefer 
a personal interest before the public good; and the 
number of those who covet them is so great, that he 
who abounds in them will be able to gain so many to 
his service as shall be able to subdue the rest. Tis 
hard to find a tyranny in the world that has not been 
introduced this way ; for no man, by his own strength, 
could ever subdue a multitude ; none could ever bring 
many to be subservient to his ill designs but by the re- 
wards they received or hoped. By this means Cesar 
accomplished his work, and overthrew the liberty of 
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his country, and with it all that was then good in the 
world. They: who were corrupted in their minds, de- 
sired to put all the power and riches.into his hands, 
that he might distribute them to such as served him. 

“They. speak of employing the revenue in keeping 
the King’s house, and look upon it as a property to be 
spent as he thinks convenient—which is no less than 
to cast it into a pit, of which no man ever knew the 
bottom. That which is given one day is squandered 
away the next. The people are always oppressed with 
impositions to foment the vices of the Court. These 
daily increasing, they grow insatiable, and the misera- 
ble nations are compelled to hard labor in order. to 
satiate those lusts that tend to their own ruin. 

“The base, slavish, and so often subdued Asia, by 
the basest of men revenged the defeats. it had re- 
ceived from the bravest; and by infusing into them a 
delight in pomp and luxury, in a short time rendered 
the strongest and bravest of nations the weakest and 
basest.. J wish our own experience did not too plainly 
manifest, that these evils were never more prevalent 
than in our days, when the luxury, majestic pomp, and 
absolute. power of a neighboring King must be sup- 
ported by. an abundance of riches torn out of the bow- 
els: of his subjects, which renders them in the best 
country in the world, and at atime when the Crown 
most flourishes, the poorest and- most miserable of- all 
| the nations under the sun. We too well know who 
© are most apt to learn. from them, and by what. means 
and steps they endeavor to lead us into the like misery. 
But the, bird is safe when the snare is discovered, and 
if we are not abandoned by God to destruction, we shall 
never be brought to consent to the settling of that 
pomp, which is against the practice of all virtuous peo- 
ple, and has brought all the nations that have been 
taken with it into the ruin that is intended for us.” 


The gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. Goo- 
RIcH,).actuated by the purest motives, has invited 
us to state our grievances, and to meet on some 
ground of reconciliation. To operate at once a 
reconciliation of parties, inflamed as they now are, 
is perhaps impracticable, but we may not be alto- 
gether unsuccessful in establishing at present some 
principles, which may hereafter produce that desi- 
rable object... Yet had I no other hearers but the 
gentleman of Maryland to my left (Mr. Crair) 
and the. gentleman who spoke last from New 
York, (Mr. Witurams,) I would not make any 
observation on that point. 


The first of those gentlemen going upon the 
ground of an organization of parties, avows an 
intention: of opposing party by party. He looks 
upon us as incorrigible. He. declares that his 
observations are not addressed to the House, but 
to his constituents, and I believe it is the first time 
that a gentleman told the House that he meant to 
use them only as a medium through which to 
make an electioneering speech. . When that gen- 
tleman made that declaration, I could not think 
him in earnest, and I waited with impatience for 
arguments, or something that approached towards 
arguments; but half an hour of patient hearing 
convinced me of his sincerity and of my mistake. 
Whilst he remains blinded by such rooted preju- 
dices, no observations of mine could, I am sure, 
produce any effect upon him. f 

The gentleman from New York, in the extra- 


ordinary history of parties he gave us, seems to 
have described the fluctuations of his own mind 
rather than those of other men, and he appears to 
have laid a claim toa knowledge of the motives 
of all parties, because he had, by turns, been ac- 
quainted with all. A great portion of his speech 
was employed in proving the unconstitutionality 
of refusing an appropriation for the purpose of 
carrying into effect the powers of. the President, 
or an existing law. . The first attempt-of the kind 
which I witnessed, was that made, two years ago, 
to withhold the appropriations for the support ol 
the Mint.established by law. ” That. gentleman 
cannot have forgotten who made the motion. for 
that purpose, and by whom it was most-strenuous- 
ly supported? I need not address that gentleman 
on the subject of a reconciliation of parties. He 
may safely be trusted on that point to himself. 
His own good ‘sense and the next vibration will, 
doubtless; bring him back to. support our prin- 
ciples... Whatever difference ‘of ‘sentiment ‘may 
exist between us on a variety of topics, there-is 
a ground on which we must certainly meet, on 
which, throughout the United States, there can bë, 
there is but one opinion. The importance, ‘the 
necessity of preserving ‘the Union, are too univer- 
sally acknowledged to require any comments. at 
this time. The Constitution, which binds: us | 
together; cannot, in my opinion, be made an: in- 
strument to sow divisions of a fatal nature, ; If it 
met with strong opposition when it first made its 
appearance, the objections have long. been: buried 
in oblivion, and itis a fact that they have never 
since been made the instrument of opposition. 
Nor do I apprehend any real danger from the geo- 
graphical ‘situation of the different States. The 
natural bonds of union, which result from their 
mutual wants and from their relative situation, 
will- forever counteract the effect of the slight 
diversity of interests which may exist. gees 
Without recurring to any abstract discussion, 
has not experience taught us, that the two import- 
ant subjects of division have heretofore. been, 
money systems and foreign politics? May we 
not, with truth, ascribe to those two causes, the 
party spirit which now rages in America? Is 
there any real danger to be apprehended ‘from any. 
other quarter? And if we are satisfied that the 
systems of debt and taxation, which have been so 
obnoxious to us, shall be permitted to subsist with- 
out any attempt on our part to disturb them ;if 
we are satisfied that.our subsisting compacts. with 
foreign nations, however dangerous some of them 
may have appeared to us, shall remain inviolate, 
will the gentlemen with whom it is our misfor- 
tune to differ, agree, that those.money systems, 
those foreign connexions, shall not be extended 
beyond their present state? We-ask not for the 
redress of past grievances, but, with the late Presi 
dent we exclaim, “ Here let us stop.” |... 9-805 
May we not hope that a fixed determination to 
prevent the increase of the national expenditure, 
and, so far as our present engagements will per- 
mit, to detach ourselves from any connexion with 
European politics, will tend to reconcile parties, 
and that our united efforts may then prove not 
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altogether. unsuccessful in promoting the happi- 
ness of America, and conciliating the affections 
of every part of the Union ? 

When Mr. GALLATIN had concluded, the Com- 
mittee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


Frivay, March 2. 
IMPEACHMENT OF WM: BLOUNT. 


The following message was. received from the 
Senate, by Mr. Oris, their Secretary: - 


Mr. Srzaxer : I am directed to communicate to this 
House certain proceedings of the Senate, relative to the 
impeachment against William Blount, late a Senator of 
the United States, for the State of Tennessee. 


The said proceedings of the Senate were read, 
in. the words following, to wit: 

§*Conenxss or THE UNITED STATES, 

T «c In Senate, March 1, 1798. 

«Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted. the report of the committee appointed to 
prepare rules of proceedings in the case of the impeach- 
ment against. William Blount, reported, in part, that a 
writ of summons issue, directed to the said William 
Blount, in the form following : 

** United States of America, ss. 

«The Senate of the United States of America, to 
William Blount, late a Senator of the United States, for 
the State of Tennessee, greeting: Whereas, the House 
of Representatives of the United States of America, did, on 
the seventh day of July last past, in their own name, 
and in the nanie of all the People of the United States, 
impeach you, the said William Blount, of high crimes 
and misdemeanors, before the Senate of the United States : 
And whereas the said House of Representatives did, on 
the seventh day of February, of the present year, exhibit 
to the Senate their articles of impeachment against you, 
the said William Blount, charging you with the ,high 
crimes and misdemeanors therein specially set forth, 
(a true copy of which articles of impeachment is annexed 
to.this writ ;) and did demand that you, the said William 
Blount, should be put to answer the said crimes and 
misdemeanors ; and that such proceedings, examinations, 
trials, and judgments, might be thereupon had, as are 
agreeable to law and justice—You, the said William 
Blount, are therefore summoned to be and appear before 
the Senate of the United States of America, at their cham- 
ber, in the city of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, on the third Monday of December next, at the 
hour of eleven of that day, then and there to answer the 
said articles of impeachment, and then and there to abide 
by, obey; and-perform, such orders and judgments as the 
Senate ofthe United States shall make in the premises, 
according to the Constitution and Laws of the said United 
States. And hereof you are in no wise to fail. Wit- 
ness; the Honorable Thomas Jefferson, Esq., Vice Presi- 
dent-of the-United States of America, and President of 
the Senate thereof, at the city of Philadelphia, the first 
day of March, in the year of our Lord one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-eight, and of the Independence of the 
United: States the twenty-second. 

.«¢ Which summons shall be signed by the Secretary of 
the Senate. 

é That the said summons shall be served on the said 
William Blount by the Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, 
or a special messenger, who shall leave a true copy of 


the writ,.and the articles annexed, with the said William 
Blount, if he can be found, shewing him the original; ‘or 
at the usual place of residence of the said William Blount, 
if he cannot be found. Which messenger shall make re- 
turn of the writ of summons, and of his proceedings in 
virtue thereof, to the Senate, on the appearance day there- 
in mentioned. 

«í And that a message be sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, giving information that the Senate have di- 
rected the said writ to be issued, and of the day men- 
tioned therein for the appearance of the said William 
Blount. f 

‘< And the report was adopted. 

‘On motion, 

** Resolved, That the Secretary do issue the summons 
hereinbefore directed, and that service thereof be made 
sixty days, at the least, before the return day mentioned 
in the said writ of summons. l j: 

«Extract from the Journals of the Senate. 

és Attest, SAM. A. OTIS, Secretary.” 


Mr. Srrereaves believed it would be proper to 
take some-step in this business, in order to get an 
alteration of the day mentioned in the writ. It 
must be known, he said, that the day of the return 
of the summons could not be the day of the trial. 
Previous to. the trial, Mr. Blount. must be called 
upon to answer to the impeachment, and a day 


‘could not be assigned for the trial before issue was 


joined. The distance between the two periods 
must be considerable. becatise, until a day was ap- 
pointed for trial, subpenas could not be issued for 
the attendence of witnesses who were at a great 
distance. ; i 

The next session must of course be a short one, 
as the powers of the House will expire on the 3d 
of March, and will scarcely allow time for serving 
the process upon the witnesses, and to procure their 
attendance. It would, therefore, be desirable that 
Mr. Blount should be. required: to appear before’ 
the Senate during the present session. He did 
not know how the demand from this House. ought 
to be made for the appointment of an earlier day 
in the summons; but he thought it would be well 
to commit the message to a select committee; 
which committee, if the House thought proper, 
might be the managers of the impeachment. 

Mr. D. Fosrer hoped this course would be 
taken. 

Mr. Nicaouas had no objection to the mes- 
sage being referred to the managers; but he wished 
to enlarge the instruction to the committee be- 
yond a mere reference. He doubted whether it 
would not be proper that some permanent law 
should be passed for regulating this business. If 
the court which was to try. the impeachment had 
the power of fixing all the rules of trial, the busi- 
ness might be so much retarded. as to render the 
prosecution useless. He wished the committee, 
therefore, to be instructed to report the propriety 
of passing a law for regulating the manner of pro- 
ceeding in the trial of impeachment. 

Mr. Srrereaves had no objection to regulatin 
the proceedings by law. He thought it important 
that this should be the case. But whether the 
delay which would be occasioned by preparing 
the details of a bill of this kind would not too 
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much protract the business, he submitted to the | sufficient discussion. 


House. Besides, he believed there was a- bill be- 
fore the Senate for this purpose, which, of course 
they might expect to have before them in the 
course of the session. ity 3 ; 

Mr. NıcsoLas thought it would be wrong to 
proceed in the business without a law. 

“Mr. Sitergaves consented to the instruction 
being added, and the reference was made accord- 


ingly. 
FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


The House: then. again resolved itself. into a 
Committee of the Whole on the bill: providing 
the means of. intercourse with foreign. nations, 
Mr. NicHouas’s amendment being under consid- 
eration; when 

Mr. Oris rose and spoke as follows: Having 
been absent during a very elaborate and pro- 
tracted discussion of the present amendment, and 
having observed that all arguments pertinent to 
the subject had been long since exhausted, he had 
been. gratified: by the belief. that the. occasion 
would not require him to express an. opinion. 
But gentlemen not appearing to be content, even 
with: the very ample examination already be- 
stowed on this question, without: reviewing and 
copiously enlarging upon it, he would claim the 
indulgence of the committee in listening to a few 
observations on his part, though he was apprehen- 


~- sive that his powers. of utterance in the present 


state of his health would not enable him to do 
justice either to the subject or to himself. 

_ The objects of this amendment were ostensible 
and real... The. ostensible motive is to reduce the 
salaries of two of our foreign Ministers, at Lisbon 


‘and Berlin; but various: real motives, and of a 


contrary and. inconsistent nature, were assigned 
by gentlemen who supported it. Some avowed 
that it was a preparatory measure to the discon- 
tinuance of the whole system of foreign inter- 
course; others confessed the probability that this 
intercourse, to a certain extent, would always be 
indispensable, but that it might be reduced, and 
the destination of the Ministers fixed by the House; 
others again contended for the right of specifying 
the amount of their salaries; but all must, agree 
that one real object was to try the strength of 
parties; and another, to sanction the practice of 
an annual invective against the Executive, and 
to. confirm their right to interfere with his 
measures. ‘ i 

Strange as were some of the arguments used 
by gentlemen, he should think there had been 
more color for them, upon an original proposition 
to establish or to extend our foreign intercourse, 
though in that case he should contend that they 
were not warranted by the Constitution ; but this 
question was not upon the creation of a new es- 
tablishment, it was upon changing one which 
already exists. The date and duration of its ex- 
istence are immaterial; the debate and delibera- 


| 
| 


Should this doctrine of sur- 
prise be suffered to prevail, there would: be no sta« 
bility in-our laws, and no consistency. in our con: 
duct. When an act has passed the Legislature 
without debate, the presumption is that its expe- 
diency was too-evidentto be disputed ; and he who 
would effect a repeal ofsuch an act, likea plaintiff 
in error, should be precluded from any. objections 
that might have been urged against the original 
process, and be confined to a.demonstration of ex- 
perimental mischiefs. In the present instance, 
however, he was not restricted to this ground— 
the appropriation: for the Minister at Berlin was 
the subject of debate at the. last. session ; -and 
though no opposition was made.to the appropria- 
tion for the advanced grade of the Ministers to 
Lisbon and Madrid, yet the principle on which it 
was granted provoked a controversy which en- 
gaged all the abilities and ingenuity of both par- 
ties. This last appropriation was made -on the 
Ist of June, 1796, pursuant to the Presidents: Mes- 
sage of May 28, in that year; bat, in the same 
month-of May, the House had decided in favor:of 
the appropriation for the British Treaty, after:a 
debate. that continued many weeks, and. which 
involved the same principle. It was, indeed, a 
curious argument of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, (Mr.S. Smrra,) that the vote of. thema- 
jority upon the call for papers, showed:the opin- 
ion of the House with respect to the right ofre- 
fusing an appropriation. Thecontrary inference: 
was certainly more just, from the decision upon 
the main question, on which some of that samé 
majority voted in favor of granting the money; 
and did actually grant it. He should, therefore; 
persist in his assertion, that the friends to the 
amendment ought to have demonstrated the in- 
conveniences resulting from our foreign. inter- 
course with Lisbon and Berlin, instead of descant- 
ing upon the dangers attendant on Executive pa- 
tronage; for, if these inconveniences were se- 
riously alarming, and if they had a right to inter- 
pose, the Ministers ought to be recalled, bethe 
patronage ever so inconsiderable; but, if advan- 
tages had resulted from their mission, they ought 
to be continued without regard to the patronages 
and if it were uncertain whether they would pro- 
mote the public welfare or not, time. shouldbe 
allowed to them to make the experiment under 
the direction of the proper department. . In this. 
first and most proper view of the question, hé. 
would inquire what evils had arisen from. the 
present establishment of our foreign intercourse ? 
The answer was plain and conclusive. None 
from our intercourse with Lisbon and Berlin, the 
only countries implicated in the amendment; we 
were in perfect harmony with them. Great Britain, 
Spain, and France, are the three countries from 
which our embarrassments have arisen, and these, 
in the two first instances, cannot be imputed, to 
our stationary Ministers, or our treaties ; and in 
the last, gentlemen themselves will be unwilling 


tion which accompanies its adoption were also | to admit that the public interest has suffered in- 
unimportant. It was to him a new doctrine, that | jury. The British depredations had never, as he 
laws must be repealed and systems unsettled, on | understood, been imputed to our treaty. with 
the ground that principles had not undergone a | France; it was more natural to aseribe them to.a 
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` spirit of violence and injustice, which is too com- 
mon to powerful nations engaged in war, and to 
apprehensions of our making a common cause 
with France—apprehensions that were unfortu- 
nately countenanced by the conduct of French 
Ministers and citizens, by the enthusiasm of clubs, 
by the equipment of privateers, by civic feasts, 
and by loud and unequivocal demonstrations 
of joy upon every fortunate event that befel their 
arms, which rebounded from one extreme of the 
continent to the other. 

If from Great Britain. we went to Spain, it 
would not be pretended that our late misunder- 
standing with that nation was to be imputed to 
our Ministers residing there, but entirely to her 
Ministers and officers in this. country. 

With respect to the agency of our late Minister 
to the French Republic, in our present controver- 
sy, he was aware that a great difference of opinion 
prevailed. There were those who believed that 
he had betrayed the interests of his country, and 
that he was either the dupe or the tool of that na- 
tion; that he had bad designs or weak nerves; 
‘that he was dazzled by the splendor of their vic- 
tories, or cajoled by the ardor of the fraternal em- 
brace ; that he suppressed communications which 
it was his duty to have made, and contracted obli- 

ations which he was not authorized to fulfil. 

[here were those who thought that the disclosure 
of his instructions was not only injurious to his 
country, but a measure for which a Minister in 
Europe would be hooted by all parties, and in 
France would lose his head; that it was a meas- 
ure which even the most unjust accusation should 
not have prompted, and for which injured inno- 
cence could claim no excuse. But there are others 
who contend that he has acted a part becoming 
the Minister of a free country, that a Republic 
should have no secrets, except such as might be 
disclosed to our magnanimous ally, with the con- 
fidence that a lover whispers his tale in the ear of 
his mistress. It was of no moment which of these 
opinions he espoused. Gentlemen who supported 
the amendment did not believe in the former. But 
if his private sentiments were required, he was 
ready to profess his sincere persuasion that our 
difficulties with France were not to be imputed to 
any one man, but toa desperate and misguided 
party, existing in the bosom of our own country, 
who were in league with other bad citizens resi- 
dent, in France, and with the French nation; and 
he had no doubt that regular information and in- 
structions were conveyed from this country to in- 
fluence the measures of the Directory, and impede 
our attempts to negotiate with success. 

The British Treaty was not the cause of the 
measures adopted by the French in relation to our 
commerce, but an apology for those measures. 
They had captured our vessels and laid embargoes 
upon them prior to the ratification of that instru- 
ment; nor was this treaty deemed a justification 
of their conduct until many months after they 
were acquainted with its contents. 

But we are challenged to show any advantages 
gained-by our treaties and intercourse with for- 
eign nations: He thought it easy to specify many, 


and to show the probability of others, which might 
still be expected: And 
First. France still continued to manifest a dis- 
position so hostile and injurious, that he could not 
rely at present upon any instance in our connex- 
ion with that nation to aid his general position. 
Secondly, Great Britain. He did not feel it 
incumbent on him to become the encomiast of the 
British Treaty, nor was he to be deterred from ex- 
pressing his opinion upon it, through fear of giv- 
ing offence to its warm and numerous adversaries. 
Had the provisions of that treaty been more bene- 
ficial to the country, had we been able to make a 
treaty to suit our own wishes and circumstances, 
he should have been more happy, but this was to 
say nothing that would not apply to every treaty. 
But, had no advantages resulted from that com- 
pact? Had we not obtained the Western posts? 
Has not at least a partial compensation been 
made for the spoliations upon our commerce? Is 
it not probable that we have been saved froma 
war with that nation, whose powerful navy would 
have proved more formidable to our commerce 
than the whole force of any other nation? Or, if 
gentlemen now believe that we should not havé 
been at open war, will they maintain that the 
British depredations would not have swept off the 
greater part of our navigation? On the contrary, 
we have gained three years time, in the course of 
which our commerce has prospered. under all dis- 
advantages, and in the last of which our revenue 
has increased by nearly two millions of dollars. 
These advantages were not slight or contemptible; 
but a more important acquisition had been secured 
by means of that rey: It has been instrumental 
in correcting our unfriendly: prejudices against 
one nation, and our blind admiration and affection 
for another. It has restored the equilibrium of 
sober judgment. It has given scope for the Amer- 
ican character to unfold itself, and taught us the 
value of our own rights, in preference to those of 
any other nation. 
Thirdly,Spain. He believed that the advanta- 
ges secured to us by the Spanish Treaty had never 
been doubted or denied. It had been said that, for 
this we are indebted to an Envoy Extraordinary, 
and not a stationary Minister; but who can say, 
that the talents and address of his respectable 
friend from South Carolina (who was not then in 
his place) could have accomplished this: object 
with the same facility, had not the good will of 
the Spanish cabinet been canciliated by familiar 
discussions of the controverted points with our 
Minister Resident? Or who will pretend that our 
interest does not require us to preserve the benefi- 
cial relations of that treaty, at the expense of sup- 
porting a Minister constantly at that Court ? This 
is now contemplated by the amendment, as new- 
modelled, but the arguments originally applied 
against this establishment in common with others. 
Fourthly, Portugal. Lisbon is the observatory 
from which we must watch the variable aspects of 
the Barbary Powers, and protect our increasing 
commerce to the Mediterranean ; by our connex- 
ion with that country, we had procured the advan- 
tage of pacifying those Powers. She also accord- 


: 


1149 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1150 


Marcu, 1798.] 


Foreign Intercourse. 


[H. or R: 


ed an asylum to our vessels in time of war with 
those States, and not unfrequently the protection 
of a convoy. 

Fifthly, Prussia. What employment can we 
have fora Minister at Berlin? He would mention 
some of the useful provisions to be found in our 
treaty with Prussia—it stipulates to grant convoy 
in Certain cases; it contains no list of contraband 
articles; it agrees that the effects of our merchants 
dying in that country shall not be confiscated. 
And this treaty, in common with the treaty with 
Sweden, recognises the great and important. prin- 
ciple that “free bottoms make free goods,” a prin- 
ciple which is allowed. to be of the highest import- 
ance to the commerce of the country, and the de- 
reliction of which in another case, had drawn forth 
the heaviest censures. But other reasons for. re- 
newing these treaties had been assigned by the 
President, in his Message at the last session, 
which he considered. deserving the highest atten- 
tion. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
GaLLaTIN) had asserted that this Message was at 
variance with the Valedictory Address of the late 
President, and, to prove his assertion, he had gross- 
ly perverted the meaning of the Message. The 
President had never intimated that we should in- 
terfere in the adjustment of the political balance 
of. Europe; but that caution was. proper to pre- 
vent our being thrown. into the scale of either of 
the Europeau Powers. A sentiment perfectly in 
unison with the whole tenor of the Address, and 
with the system of his predecessor, in. whose time 
the grade of the Minister at Lisbon was advanced, 
and whose advice was, that in. extending our 
commercial connexions, we should beware of po- 
litical compacts. 


It is for the public to decide upon the motives j 


of that gentleman, in attempting to prove the ex- 
istence of a different policy under the late and pre- 
sent Administration. 

The same gentleman had allowed that it might 
be.necessary to maintain Ministers at all the 
Courts with which we have commercial treaties, 
but that Consuls are adequate to all purposes in 
other countries. We have treaties of commerce, 
or of friendship. with all the countries @ which 
we have sent Ministers, except only with Russia, 
(the treaty with which has lately expired, and 
ought to be renewed,) and Portugal, where the 
gentleman. himself would not seriously contend 
that a Consul would be competent to the business. 
It is well known that Consuls are intended merely 
to accommodate private disputes, and are not under 
the protection of the law of nations. Whenever 
they receive credentials for transacting public bu- 
siness, they are Ministers and not Consuls. 

But, say gentlemen, Ministers Resident, or Min- 
isters with reduced salaries, will be adequate to 
the management of our affairs at Lisbon and Ber- 
lin. He wished to know from what source the 
gentleman from Maryland derived this informa- 
tion? Did he correspond with the Prince of 
Peace, or the Cardinals ‘or grandees of those coun- 
tries? Or did he acquire his knowledge from the 
captains of his own vessels or any of the passen- 


mation on this subject, and thought. the change 
ought not to be made upon slight'suggestions, or 
on account of personal prejudices against either of 

| the persons now in office; he added that Ministers 
| Resident were going out-of fashion. Holland 
alone gave commissions of that grade. The low- 
| est diplomatic rank now usual, is that of Ministers 
Plenipotentiary ; and if we mean to preserve any 
foreign intercourse, it must be done by such agents 
as are accredited at the Courts near which they 
reside, who can have ready access to the foun- 
tains of power in those countries, and be placed 
on. a footing in rank and consequence. with their 
associates. bes 
The project. of totally abolishing our :foreign 
intercourse, he considered as perfectly chimerical, 
and when a resolution should be offered to that 
effect, it should be accompanied by a-proposal to 
encompass our seaboard by a magic circle, and to > 
build a Chinese wall on our frontier. Weare a 
member of the great family of nations, and: our 
comfort and convenience require, no less than 
the genius of our people, an extensive com- 
mercial intercourse with other countries; and this 
gives rise to rights, regulations, and controversies 
which must be explained and adjusted by such 
Ministers as, by the customs of those countries, 
have a claim to attention and. respect. It has 
already been shown that our. Ministers sent. for 
the purposes of commerce, and of acquiring infor- 
mation, would not increase our political connex- 
ions with Europe; but, said the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, “it. is natural for man to actin 
whatever sphere he is placed, and if they cannot 
do good, they will do harm ;” Mr. O. believed that 
this principle might be more applicable to indi- 
viduals in a Legislature, where responsibility was 
pak than to a public and responsible Min- 
ister. ; : 
| Mr, O. contended that this view of the question 
was sufficient to satisfy the calm and dispassion- 
ate inquiries of those who limited their right to 
interfere with this power of the Executive to cases 
of actual abuse. It would be satisfactory to say to 
those, point out the abuse, and we will unite with 
you in devising a remedy; and where they failed 
to do this, it would be more than satisfactory to 
assume the burden of proof, and demonstrate that 
the authority has been exercised for the public ad- 
vantage. But there are other men whose enjoy- 
ment of the present is always clouded by a gloomy: 
anticipation of the future, and who are never con- 
tented with the most ample measure of. present 
liberty and security ; but brood over the histories 
of Kings and the oppressions of arbitrary. power, 
until their imaginations are heated by day and 
their visions disturbed by night, by the spectre of 
tyranny stalking over their country: “Whence 
and what art thou, execrable shape?” is the ques- 
tion proposed by their startled fancy to every pro- 
position and measure of the Executive. This 
jealousy is uncomfortable to themselves, and. in- 
convenient to those with whom they are called:to 
act, but it is sincere; it therefore. deserves to be 
reasoned with, to be pitied and forgiven. ‘There 


gers? He wished, at least, for more precise infor- | are also other men, much less innocent, who real- 
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ly feel no such jealousy, but who expect to pro- 
mote their views by an apparently noble and pa- 
triotic affectation of it. These are the exclusive 

uardians of the public welfare, the sentinels who 
orewarn us of future danger, the political quacks 
who acknowledge the body politic to be in perfect 
health, but at the same time foretell its untimely 
dissolution, unless they are permitted to surfeit it 
with their nostrums, and to bleed and blister it 
into long life. These men make a loud outcry 
against all influence which they do not share,and 
all patronage under which they do not bask. 
Now, between these two descriptions, these over- 
heated believers and hypocritical professors, it is 
extremely difficult to` distinguish. They utter 
their lamentations in the same language, and they 
avail themselves of the same occasions. In times 
of alarm and danger, when the public mind is 
agitated, when the storm approaches and men 
grow anxious for the safety of their families and 
their country, these two- orders of men are ever 
found to talk loudest and increase. the exist- 


ing ferment. He had no doubt that some men 


of this latter description had insinuated them- 


selves into every Legislature but the present. If 
he supposed that any of them were in that House, 
he should deem all argument lost upon them. He 
should merely say to them, “Gentlemen, go on 
with your speeches; they are the same in sub- 
stance that were made two thousand years ago. 
Show me.a well assorted library, or even a set of 
the Parliamentary Debates, and I will find you an 
hundred models of such speeches. They are the 
same which banished from Greece her best and 
most virtuous citizens, which filled Rome with 
roscriptions and bloodshed ; which excited revo- 
utions in England, and turned Paris into a char- 
nel-house; which have done some. mischief in 
our town meetings and State-house yards, but 
which, upon the sober sense and cool reflection of 
the American people, produce no impression that 
is deep or visible.” He should say to them, “ you 
declaim against corruption, and profess views of 
alleviating the burdens of the people—so did the 
tribunes of the Roman people and all the race of 
reformers from their times to the present. This 
was the language of Oliver Cromwell, who was 
once a leader of a feeble minority ; it was the 
language of Sidney, whose book the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has read,and who,after writing 
the fine things in that book, has left an equivocal 
character, and has been charged by the pen of his- 
tory with receiving bribes from the French. It is 
the same language that is used in the British 
House of Commons by Sheridan and Fox, pos- 
sibly with good intentions; and it was the favorite 
theme of Marat and Robespierre, in the French 
Convention, who certainly had the very worst 
intentions. Perhaps your meaning is perfectly 
honest; but no faith is due to professions; we 
must adhere to the old standard of truth, ‘by their 
works shall ye know them.’” 

But, upon the presumption, that there are some 
in that House who are seriously alarmed upon the 
subject of Executive patronage, and who pro- 
phesy future danger from that source, he begged 


| leave to ask for a precise definition of the mean- 
jing of those words. Do these gentlemen mean 
| by patronage, the right vested in the President by 
| the Constitution of nominating to certain offices? 
[Sanly not; for this would-be an- insidious re- 
proach upon the Constitution itself. Do they 
then mean the natural influence acquired by a fair 
exercise of that power? They will not allow 
this to be their meaning; for the influence toa 
certain extent being the inevitable consequence of 
the right, an objection to one is an objection to 
the other, and both again are objections to the 
Constitution. The only obnoxious meaning which, 
in his view, could be applied to Executive patron- 
age, was an undue influence arising from an im- 
proper and unconstitutional exercise of that power, 
and this could happen but in two modes, either 
by the appointment of improper characters, or b 
making the appointments too numerous. Wit 
respect to the characters of the persons appointed, 
it was not suggested by any gentleman that the 
President, with the advice of the Senate, had 
not a Constitutional discretion; it was not con- 
tended that the authority of the House extended 
to that point; no person had es openly avowed 
this design of breaking down all the barriers of the 
Constitution, of opening all the flood-gates of in- 
novation ; if any gentleman would hazard such a 
pretension, he must be prepared to order the Pre- 
sident and Senate to take their seats in this 
House. Had, then, the appointments been too nu- 
merous? He had attempted to show that our con= 
nexion with other countries required them. all; 
but if he had failed to convince gentlemen of this 
truth, it would not follow that the Executive was 
solely culpable on this score ; for, apon their prin- 
ciples, the House could have refused an appropria- 
tion in the first instance, and they were, there- 
fore, self-convicted as accessaries before the fact. 
Further, the amendment would not diminish the 
number, or the patronage. The ‘present Minis- 
ters might, indeed, resign, and the vacant offices 
might gain over, or confirm two other proselytes 
to Administration. ; 
But we are directed to take precautions against 
the future abuse of powers that are at present used 
with wisdom and moderation. So, then, we must 
do evil that good may come of it. This may be 
agreeable to the modern theories of political 
justice. We must, also, bind our successors, and 
legislate for the next generation. This was not 
consonant to the modern theories of the rights of 
man. Gentlemen must be careful, lest their fa- 
vorite authors betray them into contradictory 
theses. Did not the framers of the Constitution 
foresee that all its powers were liable to abuse ? 
Did they attempt to change the nature of the hu- 
man passions? No; they were content to furnish 
the departments with checks sufficient to prevent 
instant danger, and to remedy actual abuse ; but 
they never intended that they should speculate 
beforehand upon the mischief which they might 
respectively do each other. To anticipate such 
cases, was to amend the Constitution; and if gen- 
tlemen could be indulged, there would be no end 
to the passion for amendment, every seam in the 
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Constitution. would be unripped, every ornament | erally possess a greater share of the confidence of 


lopped off, new cloth would be added to the old | the people. 


garment, and the rent would be made worse. 
` Again, ‘said Mr. Q,, it is edifying and amusing 
to remark the gre@t uneasiness entertained by 
gentlemen at the danger of the Executive power, 
and the composure with which they regard the 
‘powers in their own hands; it was. another proof 
~of the control of- prejudice over the imagination. 
-The gentleman from Pennsylvania, according to 
>the humor.of the moment, might imagine a pe- 
tied. in which the Executive should arrogate all 
the powers of that House, and make treaties and 
“raise. armies without their consent. On.-the con- 
trary, with a less violent effort of the imagina- 
. tlon,’he could suppose, that, at some future day, 
there might exist within the walls of that House 
a,furious and inveterate party, whose ruling: pas- 
¿ssion should be an invincible hatred-of a wise and 
‘virtuous Administration ; a party opposed-to every 
„measure calculated. to raise :the drooping honor of 
their country ; a party infatuated by the polities 
` of another. nation; and indifferent to the degrada- 
tion of their-own; a ‘party forever active to em- 
barrass and divide the people, and always invent- 
ing..means to distract the public councils, and to 
sever the Union. . But as there was room for im- 
agination, there might be.some for hope; he there- 
fore invited that.gentleman to hope for, and to 
join in, promoting.a better state of affairs ; and to 
place before his view the picture of an Adminis- 
-ération full of energy ; a Legislature harmoniously 
-Moving within its appropriate sphere; looking to 
their Government with confidence and affection in 
ying exigencies; a Government organizing, by 
prompt and vigorous. operations, the resources of 
the country for- the protection of its liberties; be- 
ved and prosperous at home, -respected and 
feared abroad. . This. was the prospect on which 
he delighted to dwell ; this was the hope he some- 
times cherished at his heart. 
. Let us, said he, descend from the regions of 
imagination, and reason from analogy and facts. 
He believed the position to be sound and tenable, 
that in a Government constituted like ours, the 
danger. of an. unjust assumption of power was on 
the side of the popular branch, and did not arise 
om the Executive—and for this opinion, he 
would submit a few obvious reasons. {na the first 
-+ place, a House of Representatives has stronger 
: : inducements to extend its powers. The love of 
“power, he would. suppose equal in all men; and 
this fondness arises, not merely fromthe pleasure 
of possessing it, but from the satisfaction of dis- 
playing what we possess. The ordinary busi- 
mess of legislation is å remote operation, the ex- 
ecution of the laws is a direct operation. In the 
latter, the hand that moves is more visible, more 
feared, more respected ; and as men affect power, 
not only for the sake of strength, but ostentation, 
a House of Representatives is not likely to be in- 
sensible to this charm. On the other hand, the 
Executive possessing this advantage under the 
Constitution, has.no motive to enlarge the bounds 
of his authority. 
Again, a House of Representatives would gen- 
5th Con.—37 


Its members, chosen from the body.of 
the people, are presumed to be actuated. by the 
same feelings and interests with their constitu- 
ents ; and in doubtful cases, they have the daily 
advantage of pleading their own causes before 
the-tribunal of the public, while the Executive 
is heard only in formal ‘messages and. addresses. 
This advantage inspires them, in the third place, 
with greater confidence in themselves, and, their 
responsibility being divided, bold -pretensions are 


advanced by individuals, the merits-of which, if 


successful, they claim for themselves, while the 
discredit of a bad experiment is divided among 
their companions. One other reason’ had -been 
often mentioned, to which he would slightly allude, 


though it was very. important and conci E 
the greater facility of extending the legislative 


power, by reason of its general and comprehen- 
C. 


sive character. The power of the popular.b 
was, In this respect, like a river which somet 
overflows and sometimes undermines its bank 
while that of the Legislature might be.compared 
to a lake whose margin was. defined, cand which 


| mever rose above a certain level. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania had yên- 
tured an assertion repugnant to this doctrine, and 
had assigned two reasons that should render the 
popular branch less able to usurp an excess:of. 
power than the Executive department. It had 
not the esprit de corps; and the privilege í 
posing taxes was odious in its nature.: He ut 
ly denied the fact, that no esprit.de corps exi 
ed in such bodies as that House.’ On the contra- 
y it was always clear and undeniable. Did not 
that spirit exist in the British House of Com- 
mons; and was there not another House in which 
a party was seen obedient to the very wink of its 
corporals? There was not more weight in the 
other objections ; for those members of a House 
of Representatives who were most ambitious of 
popularity and influence, had the address .to be 
in a minority upon all questions of taxatio d 
to escape the odium attached to the imposition 
of public burdens. l ; ope 

He would not follow gentlemen who had pre- 
ceded him in their illustration of this doctrine, 
by examples taken from the Republics of :Gi 
and Rome. It was true, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had asserted, that no great resem- 
blance could be found between those States where 
the principle of representation was unknown, 
and a representative Government constituted. like 
ours. But the comparison might become “just, 
when a House of Representatives should: engross 
the whole power of the country. Representa- 
tion was the greatest improvement in the science 
of government, when modified and divided into 
different departments; but he could see no dif- 
ference between a single House of Representa- 
tives and the Comitie of Rome, or the popular 
assemblies of Athens, except asthe former would 
unite greater abilities and address, faction might 
seize its prey with greater certainty. 

But if the resemblance did not hold between 
ancient and medern Republics, there was still less - 
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‘between our Government and the feudal Govern- 
‘ment of Europe. He would however quote one 
or two examples from history, which he thought 
applicable to this position. In the time of 
Charles the First of England, the Parliament con- 
‘ceived the design of reducing the undue influence 
‘of the Crown. They began with abolishing the 
more odious and oppressive prerogatives; but did 
they content themselves with a-wise and neces- 
sary reform? -No, the work of- reformation was 
taken from the hands of those who began it, and 
“was prosecuted’ by one set of fanatics succeeding 
‘another, until the constitution was subverted, the 
‘monarch was brought to the scaffold, and the 
Government fell first into the hands of the Parlia- 
ment, who were deprived of it by Cromwell ; and 
‘after the people had groaned for years under the 
“despotism of this patriotic and republican reform- 
“er, they called in their young king, who became 


“more arbitrary than his father; and so disgusted | 


“were all ranks of men with the abuses of usurpa- 
‘tion, that though some concessions favorable to. 
‘liberty were obtained at the accession of the 
“Prince of Orange, yet the Crown has acquired an 
influence which is now truly overbearing; but 
which could not, perhaps, be reduced with safety | 
“to. the country. 

But why do we refuse to go for instruction to 
France? Is it from motives of policy that we 
«decline to moralize upon the scenes which have 

happened in our time? Or does not the instance 
apply? It is well known, that a very large ma- 
“jority of the first National Convention consisted 


Mr. O. observed that he should have attempted 


| to show that these Legislative encroachments had 


sometimes happened in our own country ; but the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. Imuay) ‘had 
read the authority on which fe meant to rely. It 
was Mr. Jefferson’s Notes on Virginia. He would, 
however, take occasion to read another passage to 
another point. When the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. Smiru) was pleased to compliment the 
Virginia members with the puff direct, he did not 
know but that some invidious reflections had been 
made upon that State. Thedesign, however, was 
understood by him, when he perceived that a gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. T. CLAIBORNE) by a 
rider annexed to his written speech, returned. the 
compliment to the people of Maryland. For-his 
part, he thought it highly improper to criminate 
the designs of the people of any one State. He 
presumed the people of Virginia were like other 
people, and with some of their Representatives it 
was his pride and his pleasure to think and to act. 
There were others from whom he differed in pol- 
itics, and whose measures and opinions of Gov- 
ernment he believed to be:pernicious and unsound. 
But for them he found an apology in that book. 
Mr. O. then read the passage in Jefferson’s Notes, 


| page 194, where it is hinted that the Government 


of Virginia is an elective despotism ; and a-passage, 
page 195, to this effect: “that the direction of the 
Executive during the whole time of their session 
has become habitual and familiar.” It was, there- 
fore, natural for gentlemen educated in those hab- 
its of dictating to their Executive upon all occa- 


of men whose intentions were very distant from | sions to form erroneous ideas of Government and 
“a destruction of the regal power. They intended ; of the Federal Constitution. Mr. Jefferson has 
‘to limit that power within wholesome bounds, į indeed remarked, in the same book, that this. con- 
“and to reform the great and enormous abuses of | duct of the Legislature of Virginia “ proceeded 
' the old Government.’ They attempted to frame | from the best intentions, and that they were misled 
a constitution, after deciding in favor of a legis- | by art and design in others.” He did not mean 
‘lature with one branch, which destroyed the hope | to dispute upon the subject of their intentions, but 
‘and possibility of a constitution, and when the | their measures he could never approve. 


“wretched instrument that was called by that name | 
“was produced, and the only good feature which 
“it contained was, the negative given to the King; 


After so much had been said upon the subject 
of Executive patronage, Mr. O. would add but a 
few observations. The patronage of the Executive 


the legislative body, intoxicated with power, and | was fairly presumed to be ‘the patronage of the 
impelled by its furious leaders, compelled the | people. When a man, after rendering the most 
monarch torenounce it. This sacrifice was soon | important services to his country for a. series of 
+ sealed with his blood ? Popular leaders then squab- | years, is elected at an important crisis of national 
` bled for the supreme power; the people looked on | affairs to the high office of President of these 
with horror. Robespierre prevailed; the same | States, his political opinions, in general, and his 
-Robespierre who had so often ranted against cor- | sentiments upon the existing state of affairs, must 
“ruption and waste of public money. I draw a veil | have been known to the people by whom he was 
over the mournful, well known scenes that followed. | elected. It must also have been foreseen that he 
It is sufficient, that the people, flying for refuge , would pursue such a system of administration, and 
from anarchy back to despotism, have permitted | by the aid of such means and agents, as would be 
the Executive Directory to take all the powers of | best calculated to give efficacy to his own senti- 
the nation into their hands, to hold the prize, to | ments and system. His system, therefore, may be 
command the Army, and to dispose of the lives | considered as sanctioned by the previous assent 
of the citizens. It is, therefore. for our common j of the majority of the people. His Constitutional 


interest, to extend the powers of the House with 
_the greatest caution, otherwise precedent will fol- 
low precedent, one innovation will lead to another, 
and when the peoplesee their Executive prostrate, 
they may come in to his protection, and furnish 
him with means of supporting himself that would 
‘be truly formidable. 


patronage is the patronage of that majority, and 
to increase that majority, by all fair means, is to 
increase the chance of public tranquillity. It is 
an important duty, that should be judiciously ex- 
ercised, and not an offencg to be disavowed. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as a proof 
of the patronage already enjoyed by the Execu- 
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tive, had exhibited an aggregate amount of the 
salaries of the public officers and contractors in the 


` United States.. But a large proportion of these 


officers were not appointed by the Executive, nor 


did they feel any dependence upon him. In many 


instances they would be found among the most 
zealous opposers of his measures, and enlisted un- 
Numbers of 
them, appointed by the heads of departments, were 


der the banners of his adversaries. 


unknown to the President, and feeling morally 


sure of retaining their offices, except in cases of 
gross misbehaviour, they were often led, by the 
violence of opposition, .to prepare for a change of 


men and measures, and to .be more solicitous for 


‘the favor of members in that House, who might 
attempt to raise or diminish their salaries, than of 


the Executive himself. 


After so much had been said respecting the Con- 
stitutional right of the House to refuse an appro- 
riation, Mr. O. observed that he should add buta 
To prevent. confusion on this sub- 


few remarks, 
ject, it might be well to state the points in which 
both sides of the House were agreed, and those in 


which they dissented. It was not denied that the 


President, had the right of nominating public 
Ministers; nor had it been contended that the 
House possessed the right of fixing their salaries E 


the doctrine of his friends was merely that the ap- 


‘pointment of a Minister imposed a moral obliga- 
tion to give a reasonable salary, and that being 
once determined, it was unjust to reduce it with- 
‘out the best reasons. It was doubted by the gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania, whether the office of 


Minister was created by the Constitution, and 
whether it was not competent for this House to 
fix the destination of a Minister, and it was as- 
serted by him that in all cases the House had an 
authority to refuse every appropriation. On these 
last points they were at issue. To explain the 
reason of his doubt respecting the right of the Pre- 
sident to designate the Courts to which the Min- 
isters should be sent, that gentleman had relied 
that the same clause in the Constitution which 
gives the power of appointing Ministers to the 
Executive, also gives that of appointing Judges 
of the Supreme Court, which he never pretended 
to exercise until the number of Judges had been 
ascertained by law. In this argument he hardly 
appeared to be serious; but he would answer, 
that the same Constitution provides that “a Su- 
preme Court shall be established by law,” and it 
has no existence until created by law. A Court 
is a jurisdiction committed to one or more per- 
sons; the jurisdiction is constituted by a law, 
‘which describes the number of persons to whom 
it shall be committed; the Executive then ap- 
points those who are to exercise this legal juris- 
diction. In case of foreign Ministers, if their des- 
tination must be established by the Legislature, 
the objects of their mission must also be under- 
stood and ratified by the same authority, or it 
must be exercised without discretion; and the 
whole power of negotiation would thus be attract- 
ed as incident to the other. 

It was further urged by the same gentleman, 
that in all cases the House might refuse to ap- 


propriate ; otherwise the Executive might.absorb 
all the powers of the Legislature, might form trea- 
ties of alliance, maintain an Army and Navy, and 
expend all the public treasure. : 
Let us consider, on the other hand, the conse- 
quence of ‘that gentleman’s doctrine. Every ap- 
pointment made by the Executive becomes a 
nullity, unless ratified by that House; in the face 
of the Constitution which. excludes them,. and 
confines this duty to the President, with the ad- 
vice of the Senate: ~ 
It was owing to the apparent contradictions 
arising from.a theoretical view of Constitutions 
like ours, that they were pronounced to beim- 
practicable by some of the best-writers of antiqui- 
ty. And these abstract questions and extreme 
cases. were not calculated to reconcile the minds 
of our citizens to our excellent form of: Govern- 
ment. It is a plain and conclusive reply, by 
which all such objections are obviated, that the 
Constitution is not predicated upon a presumed 
abuse of power by any department; but on the 
more reasonable confidence that each. will perform 
its duty within its own sphere with sincerity, that 
division of sentiment will yield to reason and-ex- 
planation, and that extreme cases are not likely 
to happen. ane 
One word in relation to the motives of gentle- 
men, and he would finish his observations, which, 
he was admonished, by his voice and feelings, had 
been too much extended. Why, said gentle 
do you charge us with designs to subvert the Con 
stitution? Have we not our share of wealth and 
of power? He was not one of those who had 
imputed such designs to gentlemen; nor would 
he pretend to say whether the part of the Union 
represented by those gentlemen was rich or gen- 
erally involved in debt. But he would say, that 
wealth was not always a security for public or 
private virtue. Was not the Duke of Orleans 
rich? Was not his income equal to the revenue 
ofa kingdom? But he was not satisfied with ‘his 
elevated rank or princely fortune; he conspired 
with others, men high in station, who possessed 
both riches and their share of power, and promo- 
ted a revolution, which, like a whirlwind, swept 
them off into swift destruction. It is not. easy to 
discern, and therefore not always. necessary- to 
impeach, the motives of men. When, therefore, 
agentleman exclaims, we want no revolution, we 
wish for no change, we wish to keep things quiet, 
he was not authorized to dispute the assurance, 
and say it was not true. he 
But when, in the same breath, he heard insin- 
uations comparing the President of the United 
States to Charles I., and the mild exercise. ofa 
Constitutional power to the odious claim of ship- 
money, in that reign; and when he heard further, 
the opposition to the present bill compared to.an 
opposition to that odious measure, he would not 
say that he discredited the professions of gentle- 
men; God only knew their hearts, but their lan- 
guage was full of danger. a 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania had conclu- 
ded with an invitation to his friends to unite with 
him in two objects—in preventing the increase of 
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foreign influence, and in diminishing the expen- 
diture of the public money.. He would meet that 
gentleman; and, if he and this friends would dis- 
cover a real disposition to join in measures to pre- 
vent the increase of foreign influence, he should 
almost be inclined’ to secure that advantage, by 
consenting, for himself, that they should dispose 
of the money upon their own plans. 

When Mr. Oris had concluded, 

Mr. Harper rose.—-It was my wish and my 
hope, Mr. Chairman, when this subject was again 
called up, some days ago, after an intermission of 
three weeks or more, that we should at length be 
permitted to come toa decision without further de- 


bate, on a question which had so long occupied’ 


the attention of the House, and already, perhaps, 
exhausted the patience of the public. I, and those 
-with whom I think on this occasion, were willing, 
for the sake of an early decision, to pass by, unan- 
swered, many things which, though susceptible, in 
our opinion, of an easy refutation, were calculated 
tomake-.an impression to our disadvantage. We 
‘were even content to leave unnoticed the violent 
philippic of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 

IcHOLAS,) who introduced this motion, and who, 
in support of it, has allowed himself so great a 
latitude of invective against its opposers:and their 
adherents. We, therefore, repeatedly called for 
the question, and did all in our power to closea 
debate in which such immoderate use had already 
been made of the indulgence of the House.” 

But it didnot seem good to the gentleman from 
‘Pennsylvania, (Mr. Gatiarin.) He, yesterday, 
eee a discourse of three hours.and a half 
dong, in which he repeated assertions formerly re- 
fated; and made them the ground of a long train 
-of reasoning ; and advanced many new positions 
equally untenable, but equally capable, if left un- 
detected and unexposed, of misleading the mind. 
These assertions, which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has not attempted to prove, though they 
are the ground-work of all his reasonings, were 
advanced with a boldness which nothing but a be- 
lief that he was to remain unanswered, could 
have produced. His speech, when prepared in 
his closet, was evidently intended for a concluding 
speech; and hence he has laid down positions 
which he knew to be unfounded, with a boldness 
whereof even he himself has heretofore exhibited 
no example. On these positions, he has built a 
gigantic structure of argument to support the pre- 
sent motion; a structure which, like a vast edi- 
fice resting on loose blocks, must fall and crumble 
in. the dust, as soon as some person shall take the 
trouble to discover and knock away its frail and 
tem porary props. 

It is for this purpose, that I now rise once more 
to trespass on the indulgence of the committee. 
The loose blocks which support this edifice I mean 
to: knock away ; an operation which requires nei- 
ther strength nor-skill, which may be performed 
by.any person who stands near enough to discover 
the defect; and then it will be seen with what 
speedy ruin a structure so large, and appearing so 
solid, when viewed from a distance, will tumble 
to the earth. 


| distinguished. 


Though called up, however, Mr. Chairman, by 
the assertions of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, I shall not confine myself wholly to them 
but shall incidentally notice such observations o 
other gentlemen as may appear reducible to any 
head of argument. There are some parts of the 
last speech of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Nicwovas,) on which, though they appear’to have 
no necessary connexion with the subject, I cannot 
omit to make some animadversions. Those I shall, 
in the first place, submit to the committee, and 
then proceed to other and more important parts of 
the discussion. . 

The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Nicnouas,) 
perhaps, foreseeing that ample retribution of praise 
which.he has since received, employed a consid- 
erahle part of his last speech in a most pompous 
panegyric on his friend from: Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Gatiatin.) Had he stopped here, Mr. Chairman; 
had he contented himself with extolling the vir- 
tues and talents of his friend and political associ- 
ate, even at the expense of every body else, I 
should: have been disposed to. pass it by unnoticed. 
The gentleman from. Virginia, no doubt, enter- 
tains this exalted opinion of his friend from Penn- 
sylvania, and I should never deny him the right, 
or begrudge him the pleasure of expressing it; nor 
have Í any disposition to detract from the merit 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or diminish 
the reputation which he may be supposed to pos- 
sess. But the gentleman. from. Virginia did. not 
stop here. Not content with extolling his friend 
above all that is great and distinguished in the 
country, he went on to impute the worst of mo- 
tives, the most base and contemptible passions, to 
those who do not partake in his enthusiastic ad- 
miration. He told us that frequent attacks were 
made, in this House, on the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and that those attacks, proceeding from 
envy of his superior talents, were a tacit acknowl- 
edgment of that pre-eminence of ability, which 
every day’s debate rendered more and more con- 
spicuous, 

Mr. Chairman, I might, I know, be excused 
from taking any part of this observation to myself 
personally ; for it will be remembered that I have 
made none of those attacks which are spoken of 
on the gentleman from Pennsylvania. . Perhaps 
this has been because I have, for my part, never 
felt that superiority, never perceived that pre- 
eminence, from which the attacks are supposed to 
proceed. That the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia has merit nobody will deny, and nobody can 
be less disposed to deny it than me ; but I confess 
that I have never observed that superiority over 
many other members of this House, much less 
over all, whereby the gentleman from Virginia 
has been so much dazzled. And I would remind 
that gentleman, that all greatness is by compari- 
son, and that the comparison, in cases of this kind, 
is generally made, not between a man and his an- 
tagonists, but between him and his associates. 
Even a rush-light may seem a resplendent lumi- 
nary, when compared toa glow-worm; and ina 
dark room, the smallest spark becomes bright and 
I would submit it to the gentle- 
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man from Virginia whether he has not commit- 
ted some mistake of this kind Amidst the thick 
gloom that is observed. to rest on a certain descrip- 
tion of persons, a certain class of political opinions 
in this country, 1 will not say in. this House, is it to 
be wondered at, if the glimmerings of sense and 
capacity which are sometimes emitted from that 
quarter by -the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
should dazzle the eyes of his-associates? But 
they must not judge of the eyes of the commu- 
nity by their own eyes, nor conclude: that the 
brightness of the'sun is to be found in those flash- 
es of light: which, undiscernable amidst the full 
blaze of day, are indebted for all their apparent 
resplendency to the blackness of that night from 
whose bosom they are sent forth. Let me advise 
the gentleman from. Virginia, Mr.-Chairman, to 
forbear his panegyrics: They produce no effect 
on the decision of. the American public, before 
which the gentleman from. Pennsylvania, with 
his associates, ‘and. his. opponents, stands to: be 
judged. . This judgment will be formed on: better 
premises than ‘the panegyrics or the invectives 
pronounced in this House. It will place the gen- 
tleman from. Pennsylvania, and those who appear 
with him on'the ‘political scene, in their true po- 
sitions; it will not only be impartial, but final and 
‘eonclusive; and to it all of us, whatever we may 
think or say of ourselves, or.of each other, must 
ae oes submit. 
Phe gentleman from Virginia, having paid this 
large tribute of flattery to his friend from Penn- 
‘ sylvania, who, to do him justice, has not been un- 
mindful of the proper retribution, went on to se- 
lect frorn. among his political associates another 
object of enthusiastic adulation, whom he has 
extolled in terms. still more extravagant, and with 
allusions still more offensive. I mean, sir, the late 
Minister to.F'rance; and as I shall have occasion 
to make some observations, of no very startling 
nature, on the conduct of that gentleman, I beg 
leave to remark, in the first place, that for any- 
thing which I may say here, I shall not claim the 
protection of my seat, or shelter myself under its 
privileges. 

The gentleman from Virginia has represented 
the talents and accomplishments of this person, 
the late Minister to France, as so pre-eminently su- 
perior, not only to the distinguished character 
(General Pinckney) who was sent to succeed him, 
but to every other character in this country, to any 
person who might have been sent, his qualifica- 
tions as so extraordinary, his services as so great, 
and his conduet as so exemplary, that his recall 
could be considered in no other light, than, as the 
act of an assassin. Yes, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman from. Virginia has declared that the recall 
of the late Minister to France, was the act of an 
assassin, And who is this assassin? It is: Wash- 
ington: for by Washington, this Minister was: re- 
called ; and for this exercise of his Constitution- 
al powers as President, he is branded. by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia with the name of assassin. 

Mr. Chairman, were I to give way to the feel- 
ings which naturally arise in the breast of an 
American, at hearing the epithet assassin affixed to 
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the name of Washington, I should apply expres+ 
sions to the gentleman from Virginia little suitable 
to the dignity of this place, and little: consonant 
with the respect which T entertain for his person- 
al character. But I will repress them. and in- 
stead of giving vent to a just and natural indigna- 
tion, I will content myself with repelling. this 
rude, this unlooked-for attack upon the administra+ 
tion of this Government, and its late venerable and 
illustrious Chief. 

This I ami fortunately enabled to do, in a-man- 
ner the most easy and complete; for the late Minis- 
ter to- France has written a book. “ O that mine 
enemy might write a book ! was the affecting. ex- 
clamation of a virtuous and suffering: mam of old 
unjustly accused, but conscious of’ rectitude, a d 
wishing ardently for an opportunity of confound- 
ing his accusers out of their own mouths! Oh 
that mine enemy might write a book £ ought also 
to be the exclamation of the American’ Govern- 
ment; which, to use the expression of its late ‘il- 
lustrious Chief, “ requiresnothing buta knowledge 
of the truth to justify its measures, and cannot but 
be desirous of having this truth frankly and fully 
displayed.” The American Government has been. 
more fortunate than Job: His enemies wisely: 
confined themselves to the strongholds of dark, 
vague, and general abuse. They practised:the 
“ Ambiguas in'vulgum spargere voces” of the poet, 
and wisely avoided the open field of facts. and 
specific accusations. But not so the. late: Min- 
ister to France. Prompted by that restless vani- 
ty for which demagogues of. an inferior order:are 
always remarkable, he has rashly ‘and foolishly: 
challenged his enemy to combat on the open plain 
of dates and facts, and has written a book... In 
this book is to be found the most complete justifi- 
cation of the Executive for his recall, in every: re- 
spect, except that it was so long delayed ; for the 
most singular display of incapacity, unfaithfulness 
and presumption, of neglect of orders, forgetfal- 
ness of the dignity, rights, and interests. of.his own 
country, and servile devotedness. to the Govern 


ment of the country to which he was sent, that - ; 
can be found in the history of diplomacy. + By: this; 


book, it appears that the late Minister to. France 
took every occasion of thwarting the views of the 
Government by which he was sent, that: he fore- 
bore to do much that he was:ordered, and did: much 
that he was expressly forbidden; that he; in all 
cases, set up his own judgment above the judge- 
ment of his Government; that he assured: France, 
“that this country was ready to submit to any vis 
olation of its rights, to any infractions ofvits.trea- 
ties which she might think fit to’ practise, and 
that, if she thought these violations and-infractions 
advantageous to herself, she ought to persist in 
them, for in that case, we should not only submit, 
but acquiesce with cheerfulness and pleasure :” 
that he made a direct attempt to render. this coun~ 
try tributary to France, in order to gain her assist- 
ance for accomplishing, by force, objects which 
our Government was then-striving to accomplish, 
and actually did accomplish, by amicable nego~ 
tiation: that he did. everything, in his: power,-to 
involve this country in a war against England, 
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pursuant to the wishes and policy of France, and 
directly contrary, not only to what he knew to be 
the desire and determination of our Government, 
but to the express letter of his-instructions. All 
this, Mr. Chiarman, appears from this book; and 
it is but a small part of the catalogue which 
might bė presented. - The book lies before me; 
its disgusting pages I will not open to the House ; 
the members, no doubt, have. perused it, and to 
their own recollection I refer for the truth of all 
that I have advanced. The late Minister to 
France stands self-convicted of everything short 
of selling his country for a price.. Of this I donot 
accuse him, but nothing else, which his incapacity 
permitted him to do, has he left undone. 

And this, Mr. Chairman, is the man, for recall- 
ing whom the epithet of assassin is applied to the 
name of Washington.! 

[Mr. Nicnotas explained, by saying, that he 
had said that after the full disclosure of the con- 
duct of Mr. Monroe, he was sorry to find that 
gentlemen thought it necessary to make insinua- 
tions against him ; but thatsince gentlemen made 
it:necessary to give an opinion on the subject, he 
had no hesitation in declaring that, in his opinion, 
the publication had proved that it was in the pow- 
er-of the Executive to have preserved peace with 
France, but that. they had wantonly thrown it 
from us. He had said that he was convinced that 
the: discovery was a very unpleasant one to gen- 
tlemen who had advocated certain measures; but 
he thought it could. not be condemned after the 
attacks. made on that gentleman; and that the 
effect was like the wounds of the assassin, who 
finds his enemy unexpectedly prepared.] 

‘Edo not think (continued Mr. Harper) that 
the gentleman from Virginia has made the matter 
better by his explanation. It appears, by that very 
explanation, that he did apply the term assassin 
to General Washington for having recalled the 
late Minister to France; a term which, some years 
ago, surely could not have been expected ever to 
be applied to that name within the United States, 
much less within these walls. 

I must beg leave, Mr. Chairman, to conclude 
these remarks with the declaration wherewith I 
began them, that I do not intend toshelter myself 
under the privileges of my place for anything 
that [ have said on this subject. If the remarks 
which I have made on his friend should appear 
harsh to the gentleman from Virginia, let him re- 
collect that he himself provoked and gave occasion 
for them, by declaring that General Washington 
had acted the part of an assassin. : 

Having disposed, Mr. Chairman, of this part of 
the. subject, I will next advert to the Constitu- 
tional ground taken by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Gautatin.) That gentlemen pre- 
faced his observations by declaring that the 
amendment under consideration went no further 
than to reduce the salaries of certain Ministers 
Plenipotentiary from $9,000 to $4,500; but, un- 
fortunately, he forgot his tenet before he arrived 

„at the middle of his speech, for he soon confessed 
_ that the object of the amendment was to restrain 
and control the Executive in the exercise of the 


power of appointing foreign Ministers, which~is . 
vested in it. by the Constitution; and, havin 
made this acknowledgment, so contradictory tohis / 
first position, the geatleman from Pennsylvania 
proceeded to show, by the utmost exertion of his 
powers, that it was right and proper for the House 
thus to interfere, thus to control the Executive, 
and to use its power over appropriations for ef- > 
fecting that purpose. Indeed, the gentleman from ` 
Virginia, (Mr. Nicnouas,) at the outset of the 
business, expressly stated this to be the sole ob- 
ject of his amendment. With a candor and 
openness characteristic of his usual conduct he 
avowed that his object was not to save money, 
but to restrict the President in the exercise of 
this power. He told us that the diplomatic corps | 
had been improperly increased; that the number 
of Ministers had been improperly extended; that 
there was danger of a further extension, whereby 
a dangerous Executive influence in the House 
was likely to be produced; and. that it was right 
for the House to interfere, prevent this extension, 


‘and bring back the establishment to its original 


limits. This he stated to be the object of his 
amendment. Hence, then, Mr. Chairman, it is 
manifest, not only from the arguments of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, but from the express 
declaration of the mover of this amendment him- 
self, that the question now agitated is a ques- 
tion of power, and not a question of money. It § 
is manifestly not a question to know whether a ‘ 
Minister Plenipotentiary shall have this, that, or , 
the other salary, but whether this House shall di- ` 
rect the President where he shall appoint Minis- ; 
ters Plenipotentiary, where Ministers Resident, i 
and where no Ministers at all. < T'he question goes \ 
this whole length; for if the House say, as the , 
amendment declares it can and ought, that no. 
Minister Plenipstentiary is necessary at Lisbon 
or Berlin, it can say, with thesame propriety, and ` 
on the same principle, that no Minister Plenipo- | 
tentiary is necessary at London, Paris, or Madrid, : 
or that no Minister is necessary anywhere. 

That such is the object of the amendment, that 
the question between us is a question of power, 
and not of money, is further evident from. the 
mode of argument whereby the amendment is 
supported. Gentlemen do not pretend that nine 
thousand dollars is too much for a. Minister Plen- 
ipotentiary at Lisbon, or Berlin—on that ground 
we should cheerfully meet them, and agree toa 
reduction of the salary, if it should appear to be . 
too high; but they tell us, and attempt to prove, 
that there is no need of a Minister Plenipotentiary 
at Lisbon, or Berlin. In answer we allege, that, 
by the Constitution, the President and Senate are 
solely authorized to judge where Ministers of this, 
that, or the other grade ought to be employed, and 
that this House has nothing to do with the busi- 
ness but to fix their salaries, which it is bound to 
do in a suitable manner. This gentlemen deny; 
and thus the question of power, the sole question 
which has been agitated, or is considered of any 
importance, arises between us. 

I say “the only question which is considered as 
important ;” because the supporters of the amend- 
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ment have laid no stress whatsoever on the ques- 
tion of expense... They have, on the contrary, 
shown themselves ready to abandon it, for the 


sake of gaining the least additional chance of sup- 


port in the great question, the question of power. 
This ismanifest from the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, (Mr. S. Smrra,) which was 
inimediately agreed to by the mover of the amend- 
_ment. By the amendment, as first proposed, Min- 
isters Plenipotentiary were to be allowed only at 
London and Paris... The gentleman from Mary- 
land. proposed to allow one at Madrid also, because 
he had observed. that the impropriety of recalling 
our Minister from that Court had been particu- 
larly insisted on by some who opposed the amend- 
ment. The gentleman from Virginia immediately 
consented to modify his amendment, so as to locate 
-a Minister Plenipotentiary at Madrid. From which 
it would appear most evidently, if we did not know 
it before, that gentlemen care not how many Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary there are,nor how much money 
is spent in maintaining them, provided the House 
of Representatives.can obtain the power of con- 
trolling and directing the appointment. | Itis to ob- 
‘tain this power, and not to save public money, that 
gentlemen struggle; and, provided the principle 
can but be established, they are content to. have 
as. many Ministers Plenipotentiary as. anybody 
‘pleases; for they know that the principle may be 
as completely established in. the case of one Min- 
ister, as by turning out the whole diplomatic 
_ corps. 
_ And, notwithstanding all this, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gauvatin) tells us that 
. this is. merely a question about salaries, a question 
of saving nine thousand dollars, and wonders how 
it could lead to a controversy about the Constitu- 
tional powers of: the President and the House! 
“This proves that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
intended his speech for a concluding speech, or 


the understanding of the House. 
“shall, therefore, Mr. Chairman, consider this 
amendment as having for its object, and its sole 
object, too, the establishment of this principle: 
«that the House of Representatives, by its power 
over appropriations, has a right to control and di- 
rect the Executive in the appointment of foreign 
Ministers.” I shall treat the question which arises 
upon this amendment as a question of power be- 
tween this House and the President and Senate, 
and I shall endeavor to show that the amend- 
ment, if carried, would be a direct breach of the 
Constitution, an alarming usurpation by this 
branch on the Constitutional powers of the Exe- 
cutive Department. ee 
The supporters of this amendment, avowing its 
object to be the establishment of a control over 
the appointment of foreign Ministers, contend that 
this House have a right to exercise that control, 
and rely on that part of the Constitution which 
provides that “no money shall be issued from the 
‘Treasury without an appropriation by law.” As 
this House, say gentlemen, must concur in pass- 
ing all laws, it follows that it may refuse its assent 
to appropriations. In judging whether it will 


that he entertains. a most contemptuous opinion of 


give or refuse this assent, it must be guided solely 
by its own discretion, by. its own opinion about 
the necessity or utility of the object for which an 


‘appropriation is wanted... If it should think this 


object unnecessary, or hurtful, it is bound in duty 
to withhold the appropriation. Consequently, it 
may refuse to appropriate for a Minister. to Lis- 
bon, Berlin, or any other place, if it should. think 
such Minister, though appointed by the President 
and Senate, unnecessary or injurious, This .L 
take to be a fair state of the argument. . - Ba 
But gentlemen, while they lay such stress upon. 
this part of the Constitution, seem entirely to for- 
get another part—that part which provides that- — 
“the President, by and with the advice. and con- 
sent of the Senate, shall appoint foreign Ministers 
and Consuls.” . It will, however, be admitted that 
these two parts of the Constitution are equally aur 
thoritative, and must both have effect; that. the 
whole instrument, like all other instruments, must 
be taken together, and so` construed that none.of: 
its provisions may be defeated or rendered nuga- 
tory. These two. powers, therefore—the power: 
of appointment by the President and the Senate, 
and the power of appropriation. in the Houses 
must be reconciled.to each other—must. be made, 
to act as mutual helps, not as mutual obstructions., 
How is this to bedone? Certainly. not by admit-. 
ting the doctrine of this amendment, which would’ 
utterly destroy one of the powers—would give the’ 
House an absolute control over the appointment 
of Ministers, and reduce the President and Senate: 
to the mere power of making a nomination, which. 
the House might refuse or agree to, according to 
its good pleasure. This is the plain and necessary 
consequence of admitting the principle, contended 
for in support of this amendment, that the House, 
when called on to appropriate for an officer, legal» 
iy appointed, may, in the first place, inquire-whe- 
ther the appointment is necessary. ees, 
Some other way of reconciling these powers 
must, therefore, be found out; and which is it? 
We contend, Mr. Chairman, that it is thus: An. 
office must first be authorized by law; for nobody. 
pretends that the President and Senate can create 
offices. When the office is thus authorized, the 
President and Senate exercise their power of ap- 
pointment, and fill the office. The House of Re- 
presentatives then exercises its Constitutional 
power over appropriations, by providing an ade- 
quate compensation for the officer. In the exer- 
cise of this power, they cannot inquire whether . 
the office was necessary or not; for thathas 
already been determined by the law which autho- 
rized it. Neither can they inquire whether the 
office was properly filled; for that would: be to.in- 
vade the powers of the President and Senate, to 
whom, by the Constitution, the right of choosing . 
the officer is exclusively referred. -What, then, is 
their power, and into what may they inquire? : 
They may inquire what is a proper and adequate 
compensation for such an officer. They may. fix 
the amount of his salary; and, in fixing it, they , 
must be guided by a proper discretion, by a sense 
of duty, by the nature of the office, the circum- 
stances of the country, and the public service. 
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Thuis the Constitufion would’ be reconciled, and | 
ésch department would act within its proper 
sphere. The President and Senate could make | 


should think fit to abuse his powers, it is his own 
concern, and no business of. this House, unless 
indeed, we choose to impeach him. We are sent 


no appointment till the office should be authorized | here by the people to exercise ‘our. own powers, 


` by law, consequently there would be no danger of | 
abuse: When they had made the appointment, | 
they could not fix the amount of salary, or order | 
the money to he paid out of the Treasury—ano- | 
ther guard against the danger of abuse. When | 
the appointment should be duly made, the House, 
on the other hand; would bé bound to provide an 
adequate salary, and could not, by refusing it, de- 
feat the: law and the appointment, because they 
might think the one unnecessary, or the other un- | 
wise, and this principle would be a guard against 
any abuse of the powers of the House, would pre- 
vent it from invading the province of the other 
departments, and subverting the principles of the | 
Constitution. 

Had gentlemen confined themselves within 
these limits—had they carried: their inquiries no 
farther than to the adequacy of this or that sala- 
ry—this debate would never have existed. We 
should have met them on the ground of sufficien- 
cy of salaries, without any reference to Constitu- 
tional points, or contention about Constitutional 
powers. But this was not their conduct. They 
expressly: declared, not that the salaries were too 
high, and ought to be reduced, but that the ap- 
pointments: themselves were unnecessary, and 
ought ‘to be abridged ; and thus they drove us into 
the Constitutional question, and compelled us to 
defend the Executive powers against their attack 
in: this. House. - 

: Bat; say gentlemen, is the House always bound 
to appropriate?’ Ifthe President should appoint 
anhundred Ministers Plenipotentiary, must the 
House, without inquiry, give money to support 
them all? What guard would there then he, they 
exclaim, against an enormous and abusive exten- 
sioniof the diplomatic establishment ? 

-To:this I answer, Mr. Chairman, in the first 
place, that we have a security in the responsibility 
of the President. He is elected by the people, and 
elected every four years. All these appointments, 
though sanctioned by the Senate, must originate 
with him, and therefore he is particularly, and 
almost. solely, responsible. His character is at 
stake. He is a single actor on a most conspicuous 
theatre, and-all eyes are upon him. He is watched 
with all the jealousy which, in this country parti- 
cularly, is entertained of Executive power. He 
is watched by the gentlemen themselves who sup- 
port-this amendment, and who are sufficiently 
prone to find fault with him and abuse him, even 
when. he acts properly. This he well knows, and 
consequently will take care to do nothing which 
may-strengthen their hands by giving them ground 
for censure. Should he act improperly, make 
foolish or unnecessary appointments, he must dis- 
gust-his friends and supporters, forfeit the public 
esteem, and lose his election. He may be even 
turned -out by. impeachment before the time for 
a new election arrives. These, I apprehend, are: 
sufficient securities against wanton misconduct. 

Lanswer,.in the next place, that if the President ; 


and not to watch over the President, who equally 
with us derives his powers from the people, and 
is amenable to them and not to this House for the 
exercise of those powers. We may, indeed, as 
individuals, censure his conduct, as we may that 
of any member on this floor, and endeavor to pre- 
vent the people from re-electing him; but, as a 
body, we have nothing to do with him or his-con- 
duct but impeach him. If he proposes measures 
to us which we do not approve, we may reject 
them, in the same manner as he may reject ‘bills 
which we send up to him; but we have no more 
right to prevent him, either directly or indirectly, 
from making: such appointments. as he pleases 
than he has to prevent us from passing such votes 
or resolutions as we please. The interference in 
one case is equally unconstitutional with the other. 
It has; indeed, become fashionable with some gen- 
tlemen on this floor, to consider this House as 
“the people,” and to speak and act as if the people 
had delegated to us their general superintending 
power over the other departments; but this doc- 
trine is unknown tothe Constitution, to the utter 
subversion of which it directly leads. It directly 
leads to that concentration of powers in one popu- 
lar body, which it was-the main object of the 
Constitution to prevent, and which it was and is 
the main object of those gentlemen to introduce; 
that concentration whereto: this amendment: is 
considered and intended; by: its supporters, as an 
introductory step. Rena? 

I answer, in the last place; Mr. Chairman, that 
if the President should appoint an hundred Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary, or commit any other such 
wanton and foolish abuse of his power, it would 
be an extreme case, which would speak for itself, 
and dictate the line of conduct which this House 
and the country ought to pursue. But we never 
can legislate on extreme cases. -They must: be 
left to suggest and provide their own remedies 
when they occur. Suppose two-thirds: of both 
Houses, under the influence of some unaccounta- 
ble madness, should pass a law, in spite of the 
President, for building fifty ships of the line, to be 
given to France in order to augment her Navy, 
or for any other violent purpose, how ought the 
President and the country to act? Ido not know; 
these would be extreme cases, and they would 
carry their own evidence and the indication of 
their own remedies with them. We may as well 
suppose extreme cases of one kind as of another, 
and however our own self-love may induce us to 
think that there is less danger from us than from 
the President and Senate, and that power, however 
dangerous in their hands, is perfeetly safe‘as soon 
as it comes into ours, the Constitution, and the 
framers of it, judged otherwise, and they judged 
rightly. It is infinitely more dangerous in. out 
hands when uncontrolled, because we have less 
personal responsibility, and are far more liable‘to 
the influence of passfon. When, therefore, these 
extreme cases occur, we will act accordingly, and 
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should they. obviously require the breach of a law, 
the necessity will be universally felt and. acknow- 


a ledged, and we must break it. All that I contend | 


for is; that the present is not an extreme case, and 
that these appointments being authorized by law, 
a law. must be broken before we can: defeat the 
appointments, according to the avowed object. of 
this amendment. I contend that when we under- 
take. to. defeat these appointments we must con- 
sider them as authorized, by law, as much as the 
appointment of a Judge or a Secretary of the 
Treasury, and must inquire whether the motives 
arë- sufficiently. urgent, the case sufficiently ex- 
treme, to induce the necessity of breaking a law. 
This is denied by gentlemen. who support. the 
amendment. ‘They contend that these appoint- 
ments.of. foreign Ministers are. not. to be: consi- 
dered as completely authorized by law, and- con- 
sequently that the House may withhold the appro- 
priation without breaking any law. This is the 
very point in dispute, and’ to this point I shall 
direct such remaining observations as seem.neces- 
` sary: to. be made on the Constitutional question. 
The question then is, Mr. Chairman, from what 
‘source is the office of Minister Plenipotentiary, or 
any other foreign Minister derived ?. The officer, 
‘we well know, must be appointed by the Presi- 
dent and Senate; but the office and the officer are 
distinct things; and before an officer can be ap- 
‘pointed an office must exist, unless gentlemen are 
isposed to admit, what I certainly am. not, that 
the President and Senate can create offices. The 
gentleman: from Pennsylvania, (Mr. GALLATIN,) 
well aware that if the. office of foreign Minister 
could. be considered. as legally existing. previous 
to.the appointment by the President and Senate, 
.and independently of it, the conclusion that we 
contend for would irresistibly follow, has denied 
this position ; has denied that the office of foreign 
Minister becomes a complete and legal office as 
soon as the..officer is appointed by the President 
and Senate. i 
[Mr.. Gatiarin explained. He had asserted, 
he ‘said,.the very contrary; and had admitted, 
though he considered it as a disputable point, that 
the office was like that of a Judge, and became 
complete on the appointment by the President. 
But he had denied that the House was bound to 
appropriate for the officer.] 
Mr. Harper continued.’ I know, Mr. Chair- 
man, what the gentleman denied and what he ad- 
`- mitted; and it appears, by his explanation, that I 
was right in my first statement. The gentleman 
contended, and that was the leading point in his 
argument, that the office of foreign Minister was 
derived from the appointment of the President ; 
and why did he contend for this? Because he 
knows that the President cannot erect offices; 
and, consequently, if the office of foreign Minister 
had no other origin than the appointment of the 
President, it could not be considered as a legally 
existing and complete office until this House had 
concurred in it. This was the scope and object 
of the gentleman’s argument, and hence his soli- 
citude to establish the position, that the office of 
foreign Minister originates in the appointment of 


the ‘President. He said, indeed, that he -would: 
admit these offices to-be analogous to those. of 
judges; but he immediately denied it again, by: 
denying that the House was bound by any law-to 
appropriate for these offices, as they evidently are 
for judges; and.in denying this he: denied every- 
thing. The gentleman admitted: in form. but dee 
nied: in substance, and contended. for principles 
directly at- war. with his seeming admission: 
These are complete offices, according to the gen- 
tleman, but they were derived from no legal au- 
thority, nor is the House bound by any law to-ap-. 
ropriate for their support. That is, they. are, 
egal and they are not: legal}: they are offices. and 
they are not offices; and that is the amount-of-the 
gentleman’s admission and of his explanation, 
Thus he told the House; on a former occasion, 
that he did not dispute the power of the President: 
and Senate to make treaties; he only contendéd: ` 
that those tréaties, when made, were not binding 
till the House had concurred in them by granting 
appropriations: in other words, that thePresident: 
and Senate could make treaties, which, however; 
though made, were in fact not treaties till ratified. 
by the House; that is, that there might be.treaties; 
which were not treaties. This was the substance 
and amount of that gentleman’s reasoning on a. 
former occasion; and it exceedingly resemble: 
his present argument, as just now explained 
himself. EEO Se carte 
The question, therefore, between the.gentlem: 
from Pennsylvania and us, is whether'the office 
foreign Minister be derived from: the.appointme 
of the President and Senate, concurred in by this: 
House; or whether it must be traced to a higher 
origin, and considered as completely: existing be- 
fore the appointment takes place, in the: sare 
manner as the office of Secretary of the Treasury; : 
or of State, which completely existed: as:soon.as: 
the law was passed establishing those. depart- 
ments, and before any officer was appointed?. 
We contend for the latter doctrine, and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania for the former... If-he». 
be right, it follows that the appointment is incom» 
plete until this House gives its. sanction; for-we* 
well know that the President and Senate-.cannot. 
of themselves create an office. . If we be rightyit 
follows that-as soon as an appointment-is made to 
fill this office, this House is legally bound::to:'sup-. - 
ply an adequate salary, in the same manner as for... 
any other.office created by law. 0 4 gee 
There are two modes, Mr, Chairman, by which: 
an office may.: exist; either by law,-or by the Con 
stitution; and from one or the® other of the: 
sources the office of foreign Minister must be de- 
rived. It is not derived from the Constitution; 
like the office of President, Vice President, or 
Speaker of the House: for the Constitution speaks. 
of it as already.in existence. The Constitution 
does not say there shall.be foreign Ministers; and 
then go on to direct how they shall be appointed, 
as in the case of President; but, considering the 
office as already existing, it.merely directs how it 
shall be filled. “The President (it-says) by and 
with the advice and. eonsent of. the Senate, shall- 
appoint foreign Ministers and Consuls.” Unless, 


T171 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1172 


H: or R.] 


Foreign Intercourse. 


[Mancu, 1798. 


then, gentlemen are disposed to deny that there 
were foreign Ministers previous to the Constitu- 
tion, they cannot contend that the office of foreign 
Minister is derived from the Constitution. It 
must, therefore, be derived from the law. 

But from what law? Not from any act of 
Congress; for we know there is no such: act. 
Congress has never done anything more than to 
fix salaries for foreign Ministers, and vote money 
to pay them; and besides, the Constitution, which 
is‘previous to all acts of Congress, recognises the 
office of foreign Minister as already existing, and 
directs in what manner the appointments to fill 
it shall be made... From what law, then, is this 
office derived? Mr. Chairman, it is derived from 
the law of nations. 

In every civilized state there’ are two sorts of 
law, derived from two distinct sources; the mu- 
nicipal law and the law of nations. The law of 
nations, deriving its origin and its force from the 
eonsent- of nations themselves, mutually givén to 
each other, is independent of their municipal laws, 
which have relation to their own internal affairs, 
and depend upon the acts of their respective Gov- 
ernments. ‘The municipal laws of the United 
States.consist in-our acts of Congress, and are de- 
rived from the authority given by the Constitu- 
tion. The law of nations, as it respects us, has a 
higher origin, and became binding on us from the. 
moment when we erected ourselves into an inde- 
pendent State, and entered into the pale of civilized 
nations. We then gave our consent to that law, 
when we began to send and receive Ambassadors 
and to form treaties with other Powers. This 
law, then, became binding on us by our own con- 
sent and our own acts; and this law establishes 
the office, regulates the duties, and defines the pri- 
vileges of foreign Ministers. That office, conse- 
quently, was established among us as soon as we 
submitted ourselves to the law of nations. Ac- 
cordingly we had foreign Ministers before we had 
a:President, before we had-a Congress, and before 
we hada Constitution. Even before the first ar- 
ticles of Confederation were entered into, we con- 
sidered this office as existing; for those articles do 
not establish the office, but merely declare how it 


” shall be filled, by whom foreign Ministers shall be 


sent, by whom they shall be appointed. 
_The-gentleman from Pennsylvania, indeed, has 
told-us that the office of foreign Minister originated 
inthe appointmentofthe Presidentand Senate. But 
where did-that gentleman learn that the President 
and Senate can create or originate offices? Hehas 
said that the office becomes complete when sanc- 
tioned by an appropriation in this House. But all 
offices, not existing by the Constitution, must be 
created by law; and where did he learn that this 
House could concur in a law by any other means 
than by having a bill before them and passing it 
with the usual forms? Where did he learn that 
this House could, in this indirect way, by voting 
asum of money, legalize an act not otherwise 


legal, and give the force of a law to what other- 


wise: would not bea law? The gentleman has 
neither learned this in the-Constitution, nor in the 
proceedings of the House; but though we know 


not where he learned it, we are well apprizedof 
the purpose for which he introducedit here. That 
purpose. I have already explained. 

It being manifest, then, Mr. Chairman, that the 
office of foreign Minister is established by the law 
of nations, it only remains to inquire whether that 
law is complete and binding. Can there bea 
doubt that it is so, within its proper sphere? Do 
not our Courts of Justice acknowledge its. exist- 
ence, and yield to its authority as to all objects on 
which it is calculated to act? Is any aid required 
from acts of Congress or other municipaldaws, in 
order to give it efficacy? Certainly not: ` These 
two kinds of law, the law of nations, and the mu- 
nicipal law, are each supreme in their respective 
spheres. They operate, indeed, upon different ob- 
jects, and are executed in different modes; but 
each iscomplete in its operation. From hence it 
results that an office existing by the law of na- 
tions, has an existence as completely legal, as one 
which exists by act of Congress; that the office 
of foreign Minister is as mucha legal office, exists 
as much by the laws of this country, as the office 
of Chief Justice, or Secretary of State; and that 
when one of these offices is filled by the appoint- 
ment of the President and Senate, the House is 
under as complete a legal obligation to provide an 
adequate salary for it as for the other. This House 
can no more say this, that, or the other Minister 
Plenipotentiary is unnecessary, and we ‘will ‘not 
provide for him, than it can’say a Chief Justice or 
a Secretary of State is unnecessary, and wè will 
not provide for him. It would as much be guilty. 
of a violation of law in one case as in the other. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if these conclusions and the 
premises whereon they are founded should be er- 
roneous, if the doctrines of the gentleman from - 
Pennsylvania should be correct, still this amend- 
ment cannot be supported. It is in direct contra- 
diction with the principles whereon its supporters 
rely, and is refuted by the very arguments addu- 
ced to defend it. : 

What is the doctrine ‘of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? That the office of foreign Minis- 
ter originates with the appointment of the Presi- 
dent, and becomes completely established when 
this House has sanctioned it by an appropriation. 
I state this to be his doctrine, though he did not 
lay it down in these express words. This is the 
substance, for otherwise he must admit, in direct 
contradiction to his whole argument, that the of- 
fice not only originates, as he says, but also be- 
comes complete, by the appointment of the Presi- 
dent and Senate: in other words, that the Presi- 
dent and Senate can create offices. When the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, therefore, told us 
that, although the office of foreign Minister origi- 
nates with the appointment of the President and 
Senate, yet the House is not bound to appropriate 
a proper salary, as he admits it to be bound in 
case of an office erected by law—the office of 
Chief Justice, for instance—he told us, in substance, 
that this office, though originating with the ap- 
pointment of the President and Senate, remained 
inchoate, did not become a complete and legal of- 
fice, till sanctioned. by an appropriation in this 
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House. 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and it is 
precisely analogous to his doctrine of inchoate 
treaties, about which we heard so much on a for- 
mer occasion. His doctrine about treaties was 
this: that a treaty, though made by. the President 
and Senate, is but an inchoate act, till completed by 
the assent and sanction of this House. The House, 
he. said, was.in nowise bound to give this assent ; 
but when it should be given, the treaty would 
then become complete.. Accordingly, after this 
House had. assented to the British Treaty, bypass- 
ing an appropriation for carrying it into effect. the 
gentleman: told us. that the treaty. was complete, 
and had become as much the act of this House 
as of the President and Senate... This position he 
has repeated more than once; and in the debates 
on the President’s. Speech, during the Summer ses- 
sion, he laid it down in the most emphatic manner. 
I presume, Mr. Chairman, that. an “inchoate of- 
fice” is like an inchoate treaty. and may become 
perfect in the same manner. The gentleman ad- 
mits, nay contends, that what he calls an inchoate 
treaty, becomes perfect and binding, to.all intents 
and: purposes, on this House and everybody else, 
as soon as. the House gives it its sanction by an 
appropriation.. Hence it irresistibly follows that 
this inchoate office of foreign Minister—this office 
originating, according to. the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania,in the appointment of the President 
and Senate, but not binding on the House, and 
therefore not complete—must. become complete 
and binding from the moment when it receives 
the sanction of the House. If not, it never can 
be complete and binding—must always remain an 
inchoate thing, which would be. a most manifest 
absurdity. 
. If, therefore, the sanction of, the House can le- 
galize and complete the office of foreign Minister, 
which originates in the appointment of the Presi- 
dent, this sanction ‘has already been given, and 
these offices of Minister Plenipotentiary to Lisbon 
and Berlin, which it is the object of this amend- 
ment to destroy, have already been legalized and 
completed by the assent of this House. They are, 
consequently, at this time, according to the princi- 
ples of gentlemen themselves, completely legal 
offices—as much so as those of President, Chief 
Justice, or Secretary of State; and these gentle- 
men, in attempting to destroy them, by withhold- 
ing an appropriation, are guilty of as direct, and 
as great an infraction of the law and the Consti- 
tution, as if they were to attempt to drive the 
President of the United States from his office, by 
refusing the annual appropriation for the payment 
of his salary. An office must either be legal or 
not legal. If legal, it is equally binding in what- 
ever mode it become so, whether by the law of na- 
tions, an act of Congress, or the appointment of 
the President and Senate, sanctioned by this 
House. And there exists the same obligation on 
this House to provide an adequate salary in one 
case as in the other. 

Will gentlemen ask when these offices of Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary to Lisbon and Berlin received 
the sanction of this House? Lest they should 


. . . ` d 
This, Mr. Chairman, is the true doctrine 


have forgotten, I will tell them. . The first received 
it in May, 1796, and the second from this present 
Congress, in June, 1797. It will appear, by a ref- 
erence to the files of the House, that on the 28th 
May, 1796, the President of the United States sent 
a Message to the House, informing it that he had 
appointed Ministers Plenipotentiary to Madrid and 
Lisbon, instead of Ministers Resident; and that 
this. augmentation of the grade would ‘require an 
additional appropriation. In consequence of. this 
Message, a bill was passed on the 5th June follow- 
ing, by which the necessary appropriation was 
made. Thus, the office of Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary to Lisbon received the express:-sanction of 
this House. ck aes 
Surely we cannot have forgotten what.passed 
in this House last June, during the first session: of 
this Congress. We were informed by the estimates 
from the Department of State, that $13,500 would 
be wanted for the salary: and: outfit-of a Minister 
Plenipotentiary to Berlin. A bill was brought in 
containing this appropriation. The appropriation 
was opposed, but after full discussion it was-car- 
ried by a great majority, and the bill passed.. Thus, 
the office of Minister: Plenipotentiary to Berlin 
received the express sanction of this present House 
of Representatives. : ie : 
If these offices, therefore, were inchoate before, 
according to the doctrine of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, they became complete, on his own 
principles, as soon as these appropriations ‘were 
consented to by this House; for he has. told us, 
over and over, that an inchoate treaty becomes 
complete as soon as this House gives its assent: by 
an act of appropriation; and by the whole tenor, 
and the very terms of his argument, he places an 
inchoate treaty and an inchoate office on the same 
footing; consequently, he is now bound to appro- 
priate for this office as much as he admits himself 
to be bound to appropriate any sums which may 
still be wanted for carrying into effect a treaty 
once sanctioned by this House. And yet that gen- 
tleman, and those who agree with him on the pre- 
sent occasion, are content, for the sake. of effect- 


ing their favorite object, the: establishment ofa 


control over Executive appointments, to.act.in 
direct opposition to their own principles—in mani- 
fest inconsistency with those very doctrines:for 
which, on former occasions, they have. so’ ‘strenu- 
ously contended! The truth is, that. they: shape 
their doctrines to the purposes of the moment, and 
abandon them, without difficulty, when those pur- 
poses require it. When they had resolved to defeat 
the British Treaty in this House, they introduced 
the doctrine of inchoate. They alleged that the 
House was under no obligation to carry a treaty 
into effect, because it was only an inchoate act till 
sanctioned by this House; but they admitted, in 
the most explicit manner, (and made it a part of 
their doctrine of inchoate,) that when this. House 
had given its sanction, the treaty became complete 
and obligatory.” Now, that their object:is to turn 
certain Ministers Plenipotentiary out-of office, and 
to establish a precedent of the control.of this House 
over the Executive, in the exercise of its. Consti- 
tutional functions, they discard their favorite doc- 
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trine of inchoate which is no longer adequate to 
the. purpose.. They go further, and contend that 
the House, by its power over appropriations, has.a 
right to control all the acts; to stopall the move- 
ments of the other departments; that it may. with- 
hold appropriations, in all: cases, according to its 
own good pleasure or caprice, which the gentle- 
men dignify with ihe name of discretion. There 
cannot.be a doubt that the doctrine now contended 
for would enable this House to drive the Secre- 
taries, the Judges, and even: the President, from 
office, by withholding the appropriation for their 
salaries, if ever they should become personally 
obnoxious to a majority of this House. The step 
from the present doctrines to that point would be 
far shorter than from inchoate to the present doc- 
trines;. and the right of encroachment being once 
established, there. willbe nothing to set bounds to 
it. but: the good pleasure of the House. I have 
heard: it avowed, Mr. Chairman, that the affairs 
of this: country can. never prosper until all the pre- 
sent.Heads Of Depareneits shall be driven from 
office; and I have no doubt that the means of 
effecting that purpose (so desirable to these gen- 
tlemen ) are intended to be furnished by this amend- 
: ment. Should it. prevail, it will establish a pre- 
cedent that may easily be extended to that or any 
other object; and have we reason to believe, from 
what we now see and have witnessed on former 
oceasions;that the extension will not beattempted’? 
Let not gentlemen, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
accuse us of too much jealousy, when we zealously 
oppose these attempts, and charge them with sup- 

orting. principles which lead to the utter over- 


throw of the Constitution. I view their principles 
in that: light; and in this view I am fully con- 
firmed by the most mature reflection, not only on 
the consequences of those principles, but on the 
manner in which they have been introduced and 
supported here. 

But, say gentlemen, what interest can we have 
to. subvert the Constitution? Why should: we 
harbor designs of overthrowing the Government, 
and. introducing anarchy and confusion? Have 
we not as: much at stake, as much to lose, as you? 
Have.we not equally concurred in. the establish- 
ment of this Government? And what induce- 
ment.can we have to wish for its destruction ? 

» Since gentlemen, Mr. Chairman, make this ap- 
peal to. their motives, I must be permitted to offer 
a few observations on that subject, before I dilate, 
as it is my intention to do, on the object and ten- 
dency: of their political system. 

As to. motives, Mr. Chairman, I have no diff- 
culty in declaring that I believe the far greater 
part.of, these gentlemen to be actuated by the 
purest motives. I do not say all; because lam 
not-bound to answer for the motives of all. There 
are some among them of whose motives I know 
nothing; but far the greater part of those who 
support-the system whereof this amendment is a 
leading member are actuated, in ‘my opinion, by 
motives:as. pure, I will not say as my own, be- 
cause, perhaps, those gentlemen may deny me the 
merit. of pure motives, but as those of the best and 
purest:men in. this.country; and, if I could find 


-Or consequences, 


security against the consequences of men’s actions 
in the uprightness of their intentions, I never 
should apprehend harm from. these gentlemen. 
But, Mr. Chairman, does history, experience, or 
common sense, inform us that. such security can 
be found? Do we not confine lunatics, and keep 
knives and razors out of the hands of children 2 
Why? Not because we are afraid of their inten- 
tions, but of their. actions; because we are justly 
apprehensive of their doing mischief without in- 
tending it. Is there a description of people on 
earth, who have inspired the world. with a firmer 
confidence in their good intentions than the Qua- 
kers? And yet we dread the consequences of 
some of their attempts. This society, so virtuous, 
so praiseworthy, and whose institutions are form» 
ed on principles so beneficial and benevolent, have, 
however, adopted it as part of their creed, have 
made it a tenet of their religion, that personal 
slavery ought to be. abolished; and they go for- 
ward with unwearied perseverance to the accom- 
plishment of this object, without regard to risks 
In vain do we tell them that 
their attempts, if successful, must render’ the 
Southern States a new St. Domingo—a mournful 
scene of massacre, pillage, and conflagration—must 
end in the common destruction of the blacks and 
whites, the slaves and their masters. In vain do 
we hold up to their view the- recent and neigh- 
boring. example of the French Islands, where 
similar maxims have reduced the most flourishing 
and beautiful provinces to one great slaughter- 
pen—have everywhere mingled the blood and 
bones of the wretched inhabitants with the ashes 
of their dwellings. They answer, that they have 
no intention to produce these consequences, and 
do not apprehend them; that it is their duty to 
proceed, and that the consequences are with God. 
Suppose the agents and missionaries of this socie- 
ty, whom we see so often attending this House, 
should address themselves to the gentleman from 
Virginia who moved this amendment, or to his 
friend from North Carolina, (Mr. Macon)—who 
claim so much indulgence for their system on the 
score of their good intentions—and should say: 
“ We have the best possible intentions; nothing 
can be more pure than our motives. We mean, 
no doubt, to free all your slaves, but good, not evil, 
will result from the measure. We can have no in- 
terest to produce massacres, plunder, and conflagra- 
tion, throughout your country; and you ought, 
therefore, to be perfectly easy as to the conse- 
quences of our attempts.” Those gentlemen 
might believe all this, and, no doubt, would be- 
lieve it as firmly as I believe them when, they 
make similar protestations; but would they think 
it sufficient reason for indulging the Quakers in 
their wishes, or sufficient security against the con- 
sequences of their system? I believe not. I be- 
lieve those gentlemen would act like men of sense, 
and would say to the Quakers: “We have no 
doubts about the purity of your motives; but 
while we remain persuaded, as we now are, that 
your plans, however well-intentioned, lead to the 
most direful calamities, not only to us and our 
families and our country, but also to the objects 
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of your care, we shall oppose: them with all our 
might.” This would, no doubt, be the language 
of the gentlemen, and it would be the language 
of good sense; and this same language I now ad- 
dress to them. 

Ip fact, Mr. Chairman, does not history teach 
us'there is nothing more common than for men 
to-do mischief when they mean to do good? Did 
the Lafayettes, the Rochefoucaulds, the Liancourts, 
the Lameths; and the Clermonts, of France, when 
they. first-taught the doctrines of insurrection, and 
stirred up the mob.to resist the Government, in- 
tend to pull-down ruin on their country, their 
families, and themselves? Did they intend to 
procure their own death or banishment, and the 
confiscation of their estates; to send to the guillo- 
tine hundreds. of thousands of the best citizens, 
including their own families and friends, to drench 
the whole country in blood, and transfer the most 
absolute power into: the hands of the vilest of 
mankind? Certainly they had no such intentions; 
and yet we find that, these consequences did re- 
sult from their measures; France and the world 
have groaned and are groaning under these con- 
sequences; nor are they less real, or less deplora- 
ble, because their authors intended to do good 
and not mischief. Fanatics never, or very rarely 
indeed, intend to do mischief; and yet all experi- 
ence proves that no description of men is half so 
mischievous. They rush ‘blindly on, without 
reflection or hesitation, and aim directly at the 

ecomplishment of their designs, without being 
delayed or turned aside by any considerations of 
the result. 


`. This, Mr. Chairman, is the nature, the peculiar. 


characteristic of all fanatics, whether religious or 
political, It hurries on its votaries with an im- 
petuous and inconsiderate fury, which renders 


them equally deaf to the voice of reason, and: 


blind to the consequences of their actions. Thus 
the Quakers rush forward to the liberation of the 


blacks; thus the falsely-named philanthropists. 


of France involved the French colonies in flames 
and slaughter; and thus a set of political fanatics, 
in the same country, in pursuit of their wild and 
visionary theories, put arms into the hands of the 
mob, taught the populace. the doctrine and prac- 
tice of insurrection, overthrew the Government, 
and were themselves, with their families, their 
fortunes, and their country, crushed under its 
ruins. ‘Their fanaticism impelled them to pull 
down a stupendous fabrie, the work of fourteen 
centuries; which by its fall spread death and de- 
yastation over the whole extent of the. finest 
country on earth. 

With these awful examples before us, shall we 
trust: fanatic men with power by reason of their 
upright motives; or sit regardless of the conse- 
‘quences of their actions, because we are convin- 
eed.that their intentions are pure? So far other- 
wise, Mr. Chairman, that, in my opinion, their 
honesty is an additional reason for dreading them. 
Of your cool, caleulating, political knaves, Iam: 
never afraid. Such men are not apt to be much 
rusted, and, moreover, they never do mischief 
but when there is something to be gained by it. 


They never do mischief for ‘mischief’s sake; and 
being, for the most part, men of sense and reflec- 
tion, you may generally convince them that their 
own interest lies in avoiding mischief. ` But it is 
the sincere, the honest fanatic whom I dread; and 
whom I think myself bound to restrain, as [-would 
confine a maniac. His honesty, his’ zeal; and his 
good character, enable him to inspire confidence 
and gain proselytes: the consciousness of upright 
intentions renders him as bold as‘he is blind. ‘a 


sang 
roid ofan anatomist dissecting the body ofa wale 
factor. These are the men of whom 1] am ai 
and whom -I think it my duty, at‘all-times an 
places, to withstand: men whose projects and’ ex: 
periments have brought ruin ‘on “other countries, 
and will bring it on this, unless they are resisted 
and restrained by the sober and reflecting part of 
the community. Regt 
After all, Mr. Chairman, I am not much afraid 
of these men. There was indeed a time when 
their efforts might have been formidable; because 
that frenzy of revolution which seemed’ to-have 
been poured out upon the earth like a vial of wrath, 
which had passed upon mankind like a plague, dit 
once extend its dreadful influence to this country, 
where, in a greater or less degree, it infected ‘every 
description of people, and made them eag 
change and ripe for revolution. : But it has pas 


away never to return. Fortunately, before the 
disease had risen to its height here, time was 
for observing its terrible effects: elsewher 


the American people, profiting. by examp 


phers, jacobins, and sans-culottes. : 
all countries, and sccotdl eh Tir oT co 

-are to be found the materials of revolution; but 
they exist in different proportions, and according 


prentia t 
They declaim wi iseries® of 
‘mankind, the abuses of government, and’ the 
vices of rulers; ali of which they engage toremove, 
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provided their theories should once be adopted. 
They talk of the perfectibility of man, of the dignity 
of his nature; and entirely forgetting what he is, de- 
claim perpetually about what he should be. Thus 
they allure and seduce the visionary, the superfi- 
cial, and the unthinking part of mankind. They 
are for the most part honest, always zealous, and 
always plausible, whereby they become exceeding- 
ly formidable. Of the three classes employed in 
the work of revolution, they are infinitely the 
most to be dreaded; for, until they have shaken 
the foundations of order, and infused a spirit of 
discontent and innovation into the community, 
neither the jacobins nor the sans-culottes can 
produce any considerable effect. The army can- 
not find entrance until these forerunners have 
corrupted the garrison to open the gates. Of 
these men we, in this country, have enough and 
more than enough. ; 

Of Jacobins we also have plenty. They follow 
close in the train of the philosophers, and profit 
by all their labours. This class is composed of 
that daring, ambitious, and unprincipled set of 
men, who, possessing much courage, considerable 
talents, but no character, are unable to obtain 
power, the object of all their designs, by regular 
means, and, therefore, perpetually attempt to seize 
it by violence. Tyrants when in power, and 
demagogues when out, they lay in wait for every 
opportunity of seizing on the Government, per fas 
aut nefas, and for this purpose use all implements 
which come to their hands, neglect no means 
which promise success. Unable to enter at the 
door of the sheep-fold, they climb in at the win- 
dows, and devour the flock. Although they use 
the assistance of the philosophers in gaining en- 
trance, they dread their honesty, their zeal, and 
their influence with the public, and accordingly 
the first use they make of power when they can 
obtain it, is to destroy the philosophers themselves. 

As the philosophers are the pioneers, these men 
are the generals of the army of revolution; but 
both pioneers and generals are useless without an 
army ; and, fortunately, the army does not exist 
in this country. 

This army is composed of the sans-culottes, 
that class of idle, indigent, and profligate persons, 
who so greatly abound in the populous countries 
of Europe, especially the large towns; and, being 
destitute of everything, having no home, no fami- 
lies, no regular means of subsistence, feel no at- 
tachment to the established order, which they are 
always ready to join in subverting, when they 
find any one to pay them for their assistance. 
These were the men, who, in the pay of a wealthy 
Jacobin, and under the guidance of fanatic philo- 
sophers, overturned all order and Government in 
France, and will overturn it in every other coun- 
try where they exist in great numbers, and are 
not opposed with gieat force and unceasing vigi- 
lance. 

But, fortunately for America, there are few 
sans-culottes among her inhabitants, very few 
indeed. Except some small portions of rabble in 
a few towns, the character is unknown among us; 
and hence our safety. Our people are all, or very 


nearly all, proprietors of land, spread over a vast 
extent of country, where they live in ease and 
freedom; strangers alike to oppression and want. 
Those who reside iù the largest towns are pos- 
sessed of property, have homes, families, and regu- 
lar plantations, and among such a people the prin- 
ciples of sans-culottes never did and never will 
make much progress. If a new Duke of Orleans 
were here, with a Mirabeau for his privy-counsel- 
lor, and an annual revenue of three hundred thou- 
sand guineas to supply the means of corruption, 
he could not raise a mob sufficient to drive this 
body from their seats, or over-awe their delibera- 
tions. We have Jacobins in plenty, and philoso- 
phers not a few; but while we are free from sans- 
culottes, and it is probable that the nature of our 
Government and the abundance of untilled land 
in our country will secure us from them for ages, 
we need not apprehend great danger. We ought, 
no doubt, to watch and withstand the enterprises 
of the pioneers and generals; but while they re- 
main without troops they are not much to be 
dreaded. 

Having made these observations on the purity 
of gentlemen’s motives, observations which were 
due not only to candor and truth, but to the re- 
spect I feel for their personal characters, I hold 
myself at full liberty to explain the tendency of 
the present amendment, and’ of that system of 
policy whereof it is a part; and I mean not to 
impute any ill intentions to gentlemen when [ 
declare, and attempt to prove, that ‘this tendency 
is to the utter subversion of the present Govern- 
ment. It is my firm and most deliberate opinion, 
that the amendment now under consideration,and 
the principles of that system to which it belongs, 
lead directly to the introduction of anarchy and 
reyolution in this country, and if not steadily op- 
posed, must sooner or later produce that effect, 
This opinion it is my purpose to support by the 
observations which I am about to offer; and it is 
by a full conviction of its truth that I have been 
induced to consider it asa most sacred duty, to 
combat the system at all times, and by all the 
means in my power. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gat- 
LATIN) has denied this to be the tendency of his 
system, and contends that our principles, not his, 
lead to revolution and anarchy. Revolution and 
anarchy, he tells us, in emphatic language, are 
the results of a system of expense, of war, of op- 
pression, and of arbitrary sway; the last leaf of 
that book in which are written the excesses of 
tyranny. I agree fully with the gentleman in 
this position; but there is another question ante- 
rior to this, which he has omitted to discuss. It 
is by what means tyranny, by what means the 
excesses of arbitrary Government, are most likely 
to be produced? This question I propose to dis- 
cuss with the gentleman trom Pennsylvania; I 
mean to compare his system, his principles, with 
ours, and to inquire which of the two is most 
likely to introduce arbitrary Government into this 
country. And T hope to convince, not that gen- 
tleman himself, but the House, that if ever arbi- 
trary Government should exist here, it must owe 
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gentleman supports. 

How, let me ask, Mr. Chairman, have the Gov- 
erntients of other countries been converted from 
free into arbitrary Governments ?.. By one of two 
ways; either a military chief, possessing: little 
(ie authority, but hereditary, and baving at 
-his disposal the military force of the State, has 
availed himself of the: frequent. wars, whereby 
neighboring States are so frequently afflicted, has 
augmented. that. military: force; and finally em- 
ployed. it in. extending and--confirming his own 
authority ; or, in States where no military chief 
‘of this. description existed, popular leaders, pos- 
sessed of talents, and actuated by an inordinate 
ambition, have formed a strong party among the 
people, haye- invaded and finally subverted the 
authority of the. Government, and erected to 
themselves an absolute dominion. Every State 
that has lost its liberty since the foundation of the 
world. to.the present day, except in cases.of con- 
quest by a foreign Power, has lost it by one or the 
other of these two-methods. The first is the natu- 
_raldeath of free monarchies, the second of free re- 
publics; and both ancient and modern history fur- 
nishes many examples of both. It was by the first 
that all the feudal States were converted into ab- 
solute. monarchies except England and: Poland, 
> the former of which was protected, by its insular 

`- situation, from the necessity, and also from ‘the 
consequences, of a great military power in the 
hands of its chief, and thus preserved its liberties, 
while in the latter powerful individuals retained 
the military force in their own hands, divided it 
among themselves, kept their chief in subjection, 
and at length. by their feuds and civil broils, de- 
stroyed the strength of the State, and delivered it 
over to be subdued and divided by the neighbor- 
ing Powers. It was by the concentration and exer- 
cise of military force in the hands of an heredi- 
tary chief, that the Cortes of Spain were broken 
under Ximines, and the States General of France 
under Richelieu and Mazarin. It was thus that 
the great princes of Germany became absolute in 
their respective dominions, and that the Russian 
despotism was founded on the ruins of feudal 
aristocracy. 

This danger, however, does not exist in popular 
Governments. They have no great military chief, 
of hereditary power, who, He posne absolutely of 
the public force, may use it for the extension of 
his own authority; and of all republics that ever 
have existed, none ever was so little threatened 
with danger from that quarter as ours. It is need- 
less to dwell on the reasons of this peculiar ad- 
vantage, for they are obvious to every one. When 
republics fall, they fall by other means; by gradual 
inroads on the principles of their Governments ; 
: by popular encroachments on ‘regular authority ; 
by the. concentration of their powers in some 
popular. body, where artful, able, and aspiring 
demagogues, obtain sway, and establish arbitrary 
power under the name of the people. This is the 
quarter from which all popular Governments have 
been assailed, for the most part with success; and 


from which ours will be successfully assailed should 
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its existence to the system of policy which. that’ 


the: principles of the gentleman -from 
vania ever be adopted. Thus:.fell Rome 
the power o Cæsar; thus fell- the Repub i 
England under the power of Cromwell; and thus 
will fall the United States under some. future 
Cæsar or Cromwell, uniess:a steady opposition be 
given to the system of the gentleman from. 
sylvania, whereof this amendment, let 
peated, forms a part: . ERSE Ae f 
When the examples of the ancient: Republi 3 


was adduced by my friend from Massachuset 
(Mr. Tuarcuer,) the gentleman. from, Penn: 
vania denied it to be applicable, b è tl 
ernments of those Republics were. differe 
ours. I. know, Mr. Chairman, that. the 
ment of our country is different from. that 
ens or Rome, and I wish to keep it so, 

the object of all my exertions—of all m) 
opposition to motions like the present. 
our Government like those of Athens 
is, in my apprehension, the object and te 
the system advocated by the gentleman from 
sylvania, How is this to be effected By 
cing this House, sometimes under this and somie- 
times under that plausible pretence, to. establish 
precedents of encroachments on the other depart- 
ments; to practise on these precedents, and extend 
them further and further, until at length all power 
shall be concentrated in this House, and exercised. 
according to the good pleasure of those members 
who can obtain influence here. . In Athens, all 
power was concentrated in the hands of on y; 
and it was abused at the pleasure of 

by their eloquence, their wealth, or by a 
means, could obtain the confidence and influe 
the determinations of that body. . In Rome, t 
case was somewhat different; but even there; for 

the want of a well-fixed balance. inh vern: 
ment, the mass of the people grai 
power, and transferred it to thei fa 


pointments, directs his measures, 
under the name of advice, and af 
obey them, withholds all the supplies 
vice of the Government. All thisis) í 
the gentleman’s doctrine of approp UTA: 
favorable moment is seized: for layi 


ing the corners 
stone—for fixing the principle—and' plausible pre 
texts are adduced. A treaty is made, and:a: po 
ular clamor is excited against it. Advantage 
taken of this clamor to refitse an appropriation for =: 
carrying the treaty into effect, and ‘thus prece- 
dent of interfering in treaties is attempted: to be: 
established. A foreign Minister is appointed, the =i. 
reasons for whose appointmentare capable of being = 
obscured or misrepresented. The occasion isseized = 
to deny an appropriation; and, under the pretence. 
of saving public-money, and preventing: the ex- 
pense of an. useless appointment,’an atternpt ‘is 
made to acquire a control over the. appointments of 
officers. These points being carried, the prece- 
dents are soon drawn into’ practice, and further. 
enterprizes are undertaken in due-séason. ~ Every = 
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success gives further strength and boldness for new 
assaults ; the cannon.of every bastion that is taken 
is immediately turned on the remaining works; 
and, finally, the President’ is reduced to the condi- 
tion of the chief officer of this House, and the 
Heads of Departments become the first clerks of 
its committees. 

The President being demolished, the party pro- 
ceeds with new vigor and greater forces to at- 
tack the Senate, which, deprived of the support of 
the Executive, is speedily overthrown. The House 
says to the Senate, “Unless you conform to our 
will, we lay our hands on the purse-strings, and 
stop the wheels of Government. Should a contest 
ensue, we are sure to be uppermost; for we are the 
immediate representatives of the people; we adore 
the people; nay, we are the people themselves. 
Therefore, beware of a contest in which you have 
everything to lose, and we are certain of gaining.” 

The Senate, enfeebled and dismayed, yields by 
degrees to these powerful arguments, and this 
House remains victorious with all power in its 
hands. It proceeds to appoint a Committee of 
Exterior Relations, a Committee of Interior Rela- 
tions,a Committee of Justice, a Committee of 
Finance, and soon, and a new French Convention 
arises to view, where principles are set at naught, 
caprice is law, and the whim of the moment dis- 
poses of all public and private rights. Then fol- 
low confiscations and banishments, and the long 
train of tyrannical excesses ever attendant on 
popular bodies in whose hands the whole powers 
of Government have been concentrated, from the 
assemblies of the people at Athens, and the Comi- 
tig at Rome, down to the Rump Parliament of Ba- 
gland and the French Convention. Then will the 
member who shall possess the most art, the great- 
est eloquence, and the most daring spirit of enter- 
prise, speedily form a party, by means of which 
he will enslave the House and rule the country. 
Should there be several of equal or nearly equal 
strength, they will first divide the power among 
themselves; but their union will be fallacious and 
short. They will be employed in attempting to 
circumvent or undermine each other; divisions 
will soon arise and mortal quarrels will ensue; 
till at length the rest will sink beneath the over- 
bearing genius of one, and he will establish his 
dominion uncontrolled. This is the liberty which 
gentlemen, should their schemes succeed, will, 
sooner or later, bestow on the country ; the liberty 
of a few bold, able, ambitious men, to do what 
they please, and of the rest of the commanity to 
obey them. This, Mr. Chairman, may be very 
pleasant liberty for those who are to be possessed 
of power; but for me, and the rest of the commu- 
nity, it has no charms ; and I shall, therefore, omit 
no opportunity of resisting its first and most dis- 
tant approaches. 

Should any one object that this state of things 
must be extremely distant, I beg him to recollect 
how short a space intervened between the throne 
of Louis the Sixteenth and the scaffold on which 
he bled; between the absolute power of Neckar 
and the despotism of Marat ; between the splendid 
fortune of so many distinguished families and the 


dungeon or the guillotine. Governments like 
ours, Mr. Chairman, may be compared to the 
planetary system, whose preservation depends 
entirely on the exact preservation of its bafance. 
The exact balance between the centrifugal force 
and the power of gravitation, retains the planets 
in their orbits; but should some angel of destruc- 
tion push them out of those orbits, though in ever 
so small a degree, the balance is lost; one power 
gains what is taken from the other ; and these im- 
mense bodies, whose beautiful and regular play 
furnishes the greatest wonder of creation, fly out, 
and are lost in boundless space, or rush to:the sun 
with increasing and incalculable velocity, and 
there are mingled in one mighty ruin. Should 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania succeed in his 
present attempt, he becomes the angel of destrue- 
tion to our beautiful Constitution. He destroys 
the happy balance of its powers ; and the approxi- 
mation of the different departments, though slow 
and gradual at first, would become more rapid as 
it advanced, and speedily produce that concentra- 
tion of power in this House, which seems to be 
the object of all that gentleman’s labors and cares. 

It is this view of the subject, Mr. Chairman, 
that stimulates me to oppose this amendment 
with the utmost perseverance and zeal; not that I 
apprehend great mischief from this particular 
measure, could it be viewed singly and by itself; 
but that [regard itas a part of a system wholly in- 
compatible with the existence of. this Govern- 
ment, or the happiness of this country. I regard 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and his friends, 
in the light of an enemy who has commenced’a 
siege against the fortress of the Constitution. “He 
proceeds at first by cautious steps, and endeavors 
to make a lodgment by surprise in some strong 
and advantageous outwork, from whence he may 
direct a more efficacious attack against the citadel 
itself. On this advanced ground, in this outwork, 
I hold it wise to resist him; convinced: as I am 
that success here would be the prelude to a bolder 
and more dangerous assault, and that all the guns 
which he can now command will immediately be 
turned upon our remaining fortifications. 

I must now be allowed, Mr. Chairman, to say 
a few words as to the expediency of this mea- 
sure—as to the utility of foreign Ministers. To 
one side of the House, to myself and those with 
whom I usually act, it is sufficient to say that the 
President has thought fit to appoint foreign Min- 
isters; for we aye convinced that the right of 
judging on this subject has been given exclusive- 
ly to him and the Senate by the people of this 
country, and that when he and the Senate have 
thought fit to exercise this right by appointing a 
Minister to this or that place, or of this or that 
grade, nothing is left for this House but to provide 
an adequate salary. But other gentlemen hold a 
different opinion, and contend that we may not 
only inquire how much the salary ought to be, but 
also whether the appointment itself be necessary. 
To gentlemen who sincerely hold this opinion I 
address my remaining observations. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gat- 
Latin) has asserted that Ministers have nothing 
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to do with the interests of commerce except to 
make commercial treaties; while the care of see- 
ing those treaties duly executed, and the commer- 
cial rights of individuals properly protected, be- 
longs to Consuls. Hence he infers that foreign 
Ministers are useless, because we have no need to 
form more commercial connexions; and ought to 
have no political. connexion, with foreign nations. 
In order to prove that we ought to make no more 
commercial treaties he contends that we have re- 
ceived much more harm than good from those al- 
ready made. This is the whole amount of this 
part of: the gentleman’s argument, which includes 
two-thirds of his long and ingenious speech ; and 
‘itis wholly built on the -assertion that “commer- 
cial interests are managed. by Consuls, while 
Ministers have nothing to do with commerce ex- 
cept the making of treaties for its regulation.” 
This-assertion has been already refuted, and the 
gentleman: from: Pennsylvania, though he has 
made it the ground-work of his whole reasoning, 
has ‘not attempted to prove it. For this he had 
very good reasons; for he well knows it to be 
wholly unfounded ; and therefore he has content- 
ed himself with asserting it, and taking it for 

ranted. I say he well knows it to be unfounded, 

ecause that gentleman is well read in the law 
of nations, the writers on which, as well as its 
maxims and doctrines, we often see him adduce 
with much dexterity and learning when they suit 
his purpose. Now, Mr. Chairman, I may, I think, 
venture to affirm that there is no student in any 
college, who has read the indexes of some ele- 
mentary books on the law of nations, but knows 
that it is the peculiar business of Ministers, not 
only to make commercial treaties, but to watch over 
their execution, and to take care that the commer- 
cial rights of their country, under the law of nations 
as well as under treaties, are preserved inviolate. 
This is a business with which Consuls never in- 
terfere, and to which they are wholly inadequate; 
not only from the nature and powers of their ap- 
pointment, but also from their local cireumstan- 
ces and situation. All this the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania well knows; and yet he has assert- 
ed that every thing respecting the interests of our 
commerce in foreign countries, except the forma- 
tion of commercial treaties, can be, and is, trans- 
acted by Consuls, without the interference of 
Ministers. This assertion is the loose block 
whereon, for want of a better foundation, he has 
rested the whole edifice of his reasonings; and 
this block I mean to knock away. A very slight 
stroke will be sufficient for the purpose. 

In what manner, Mr. Chairman, is the observ- 
ance of a treaty of commerce with any country to 
be enforced? In what manner are infractions of 
such a treaty or of the laws of nations, to be pre- 
vented or redressed ? Is it not by applications to 
the Government of that country—by representa- 
tions, by remonstances, by negotiations ? The gen- 
tleman from Sonal ine will not answer in 
negative. I know 
and where, are these applications to be made, these 
representations, these remonstrances, to be present- 
ed, these-negotiations to be carried on? Must it 
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be at the seat of Government, by agents re: g 
there; orat the seaports of thé countries where 
the Consuls reside? If the former, these agents 
will be Ministers. You may call them by a dif- 
ferent name, but the thing will be the same ;. for 
a public agent of one country, charged with the 
management of its affairs, and residing at the seat 
of Government of another, is the very defi y 
of a foreign Minister, by whatever name you m 
think fitto call him. Asthesetransactionsare, frc 
their very nature, to be with the Government :it- 
self, let us see whether they could possibly be man- 
‘aged by Consuls. eae nee: 
In the first place, Consuls, by the established 
law and usage of nations, have no public. ¢ 
character, and cannot be admitted to any 
course whatever with the Governments 


countries where they reside. We may, if 
please, exclaim against this usage, and call it ab- 
surd and foolish ; but it is the established usage of 


nations, and while it remains so we must 
to it. Suppose, therefore, that any injury $ 
be done to the commerce of our citizens by French 
privateers, for instance, or French municipalities, 
in contravention of our treaty, or against the law. 
of nations, but under color of certain acts of the 
French Government. Could redress be obtained 
by means of Consuls? So far from it, that it 
could not even be applied for, since the Consuls 
could have no access to the Government. And 
yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania tells us that 
the interests of our commerce in foreign countries 
can be managed by Consuls! PET 
In the next place our Consuls in foreign. coun- 
tries are, for the most part, natives of the coun- 
tries where they reside. With a very few excep- 
tions, they are mere private merchants; and, 
cept in the single case of the Consuls to the Bar- 
bary Powers, who, according to the established 
usage, are a species of Ministersythey receive no 
salaries. Are men of this description adequate 


the | 
e will not. By whom then, | 


to the protection of our commercial interests ? 
Can they be expected to possess the requisite knowl. 
edge for conducting affairs of this kind, or the re- 
quisite influence or weight of character? ‘Will 
they abandon their own private affairs to attend at 
a remote capital, and solicit the restitution of ves- 
sels, the revocation of injurious orders, or indem- 
nification for improper seizures? If they ‘were 
qualified for this business, and willing to under- 
take it, they certainly would not do so. at their 
own expense. When our Consul at Bordeaux, 
| Nantes, or Marseilles, for instance, should be ap- 

plied to on any business which would require an 

application to the French Government, would he 
| go to Paris and remain there to finish the business 

at his own expense? Certainly not. We must 
| pay him, not only his expenses, but a-compensa- 
| tion for his time and trouble. As these applica- 
| tions would frequently occur, he could not go spe- 
cially for each one, but must remain always there, 
and we must give him a salary sufficient to induce 
him to do so. He would then be a Minister in 
| fact, and in expense. He would want nothing of 
‘the character but the name, and the capacity of 
| usefulness. This is the establishment which the 
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gentleman from Pennsylvania wishes to substitute 
in the place of our present diplomatic appoint- 
ments. The Consuls, in order to perform the du- 
ties, which he says ought to be assigned to them, 
must be turned into Ministers, equally expensive 
with the present corps, but far less efficacious. 

In the third place, we should have a multitude 
of these new-fashioned Consul Ministers, for we 
have a variety of Consuls in each of the great 
maritime nations of Europe. There is one in 
every considerable trading town. In France, for 
instance, we have six or seven; perhaps a much 
greater number. Each of these, upon the plan of 
‘the gentleman from Pennsylvania, must reside at 
Paris ; for it would be impossible for them to be 
perpetually running backward and forward be- 
tween their respective seaports and Paris, as often 
asany affair might occur requiring an application 
to the Government. If any gentleman should 
doubt of this, let him look at the list now on the 
table, of between four and five hundred American 
vessels carried into the different ports of France, 
or detained there, contrary to the Treaty, and re- 
dress for the capture and detention of which must 
be obtained, if obtained at all, from the French 
Government by means of either a Minister or of 
Consuls. The Consuls, therefore, if they are to 
do the business, must all reside at Paris; and, in- 
stead of one Minister, we should have nine or ten; 
perhaps a greater number. These observations 
will apply, with a greater or less degree of force, 
to every other country with which we have a con- 
siderable commerce. And yet the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania tells us that our commercial rela- 
tions ought to be left to Consuls! 

Having seen, Mr. Chairman, what the duty of 
Consuls is not, let us now inquire. for a moment, 
what itis. We shall find them very necessary 
agents, though wholly inadequate to the business 
usually committed to Ministers. 

In the first place, it is their duty to settle dis- 
putes which may arise between seafaring people 
of their own nation, arriving in the foreign ports 
where they respectively reside. These disputes, 
we know, are apt to arise between the masters 
and crews ofsbips; and these the Consulsare usually 
empowered to terminate in a manner less tedious 
and expensive than could be done by the local 
laws of the country. 

In the next place, they are to assist seafaring 
people of their own country, who may happen to 
have any disputes with the people of the place; 
they are to make advances to them when in dis- 
tress, and to procure redress for them in all cases 
where it can be afforded by the local authorities 
of their respective ports. 

And lastly, they are to act as agents between 
the people of their country and the Minister ; to 
inform him of cases which require his interfer- 
ence with the Government. and to facilitate to the 
sufferers the means of applying to him. They are 
to be his agents in all the seaports; while he is 
the general and immediate agent of his country 
with the Government. They are to keep him in- 
formed of all the cases, which occur in their re- 

spective ports, of violations of treaties or of neu- 


tral rights; so that he may be enabled to take the 
proper steps for obtaining redress. 

The duties of these agents, whom we call:Con- 
suls, are, therefore, distinct from those of a Min- 
ister, so necessary in themselves, and so incapable 
of being performed except by persons residing in 
the seaports, that were all the present Consuls, 
according to the plan of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, to be immediately sent to the capitals, 
and converted into Ministers under a new name, 
their place must instantly be supplied by other 
agents, whom, perhaps, the gentleman would not 
choose to call Consuls, but who must be invested 
with the same powers and perform the same’ du- 
ties. Such is the wise and notable scheme of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania; and thus it is he 
is torid us of the expense of Ministers ! 

Let me be permitted, Mr. Chairman, to propose 
another question to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
nia. If Ministers have nothing to do with com- 
mercial relations except making treaties of com- 
merce, how comes it to pass that the gentleman 
is willing for us to have Ministers of the highest 
grade with those two nations with whom we have 
treaties of commerce, and where, according to 
him, Ministers can have nothing to do?—I mean 
France and England ; with both of which nations 
wehavecommercial treaties, and where the gentle- 
man consents to our retaining Ministers Plenipo- 
tentiary. To be consistent with himself, he ought 
to attempt the recall of these two Ministers, by 
refusing an appropriation for their salaries, and:to 
leave untouched those of Lisbon and Berlin, who 
may possibly have something todo. But this is 
not the gentleman’s object. He has another; 
which is to establish the principle of controlling 
the Executive in the exercise of this part of his 
Constitutional functions, and thus effect a breach 
in the intrenchments of the Constitution ; and he 
will pardon me for considering this doctrine, about 
which he has discoursed so much, and with such 
ingenuity, as a mere pretext to cover his attack. 

So much, Mr. Chairman, for the utility of Min- 
isters in general, who appear to me essentially ne- 
cessary, not merely for making commercial trea- 
ties, but for protecting the rights of our citizens in 
foreign countries, according to treaties where there 
are any, and under the law of nations, where there 
are none. > 

But gentlemen point particularly to the mission 
to Berlin, and triumphantly demand what bene- 
fit is to be expected from sending a Minister to 
Berlin? What have we to do, say gentlemen, 
with the King of, Prussia, or the polities of Ger- 
many? To me,Mr. Chairman, let me repeat 1t, 
it is enough that the President has judged, it 
proper to senda Minister to Berlin; for to him 
and the Senate, in my belief, and not to this House, 
has the Constitution confided the right to decide 
on this subject. But to gentlemen who are not 
satisfied with this answer, I will give another, and 


one which, I promise myself, they will find satis- — 


factory. Have gentlemen, who object to this 
motion, adverted to the peculiar situation of Eu- 
rope at this moment? Have they adverted to our 
own peculiar situation ? We have a most disagreea- 
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ble dispute with the French Republic. Francehas 
made peace with the Emperor; and a Congress is 
now sitting, if not already terminated, to settle the 
affairs of Germany, and adjust the balance of Eu- 
rope. . In this Congress interests of the utmost 
magnitude in themselves, and in the highest de- 
gree important to France, are to be discussed; no 

ess than to’ determine whether France-shall ex- 
tend her borders.to the Rhine, or be restricted to 


the Meuse; whether more than two millions of- 


souls, formerly subjects of the German. empire, 
shall become.citizens of the French Republic. In 
this. Congress the King of Prussia is mediator ; a 
youthful monarch, enterprising, warlike, and. am- 
bitious, at the head of three hundred thousand of 
the finest troops in Europe, and with a treasury 
replenished by four years of peace, while the cot- 
fers.of his neighbors are in a most exhausted con- 
dition... With these advantages, joined to his local 
position, he holds in his hands the balance of 
France and Germany. Prepared to strike in.every 
direction, he is dreaded and courted by all parties; 
and especially: by France, who feels that. after 
Austria, now exhausted and desirous of repose, he 
is the only Power ‘capable of checking her ambi- 
tious designs. Hence she has the greatest possible 
interest to soothe and conciliate him. This mon- 
arch. possesses all the finest ports in the Baltic, and 
a great extent of maritime territory. His prede- 
cessor, the great Frederick, sensible that commerce 
alone can supply money, the sinews of mil- 
itary strength, always felt the greatest solicitude 
‘to render his States commercial; and one of the 
means by which he hoped to effect this purpose, 
was to form connexions with commercial nations. 
This was the spirit of his Government, and be- 
came a standing maxim in hissystem of policy. Ac- 
cordingly, having discovered that the United 
States must speedily become a great commercial 
nation, he was among the first to form a treaty of 
commerce with us. 

Is there not reason to expect that the same 
views may be entertained by ‘his successor now 
on the throne? And was it not wise to do every 
thing in our power for keeping up a good under- 
standing with a monarch who has it in his power 
to serve us so essentially? How is this to be 
done? By sending a Minister. to his Court, re- 
newing our treaty with him which is about to ex- 
pire, and holding out to him the prospect of com- 
mercial arrangements, not injurious to us, but 
perhaps highly desirable to him, and sufficient to 
procyre his good offices and interference in the 
adjustment of our differences with France. Would 
this interference be unavailing? Iapprehend not; 
for France has too much interest in keeping well 
with this monarch to refuse attention to his me- 
diation. -His interference, if he should choose to 
interfere seriously, would, on the contrary, be 
more efficacious, in all probability, than fifty ships 
of the line. 

I do not-know, Mr. Chairman, that this inter-: 
ference will be obtained, or ought much to be ex- 
pected; but I am fully persuaded that it was wise 
to use the means, to send the Minister, and make 
the attempt; from which I have no idea that we 


` Foreign. Intercourse. 


isa very bad thing, and political connexion 


[H. oF R. 


ought .to-have been deterred, by the paltry consid- 
eration of saving nine or ten thousand dollars: 
But gentlemen constantly repeat that we ought 
to have no political connexions with: the nations 
of Europe. This is about as wise as to say a man 
ought ‘never to have a fever. A. fever, no doubt, 


ay 


also-be bad. things; but we already have th 
and the question is not whether they are go : 
bad, but how we shall get rid of them: We not 
only have political .connexions, but disputes .of 
most disagreeable nature, growing. .out ‘of tl 
connexions.. This is attested by. all the papers ’on: 
the table, by various acts of the House, and, more 
strongly still, by the universal capture: ar Ñ: 
demnation of our property. ` Itis yain and 
therefore, to repeat continually that we ough 
to have foreign connexions; but our busines 
to inquire -how they may be best got rid of: 
is this tobe done? I answer, by settling ou 
sent differences, and avoiding new ones. | 
gentlemen mean to submit, and if they do, I i 
nothing to say to them, having already: had op- 
portunities, on former occasions, to say all-that 
seemed necessary on that subject. Unless they 
now mean to submit, I repeat, that the only 
method of getting rid of those foreign connexions, 
about which they so loudly exclaim, is- to: settle 
our present differences in the best manner we 
and avoid new ones. For this purpose we must 
employ Ministers ; and none could be more wisely. 
employed than the one to Berlin. LER 

This diplomatic intercourse, therefore, about 
which gentlemen raise so great an outcry, is per- 
fectly consistent with a wish to: get rid, as fast as 
we can, of foreign connexions; and if gentlemen 
were sincere in that wish, it appears to me that,. 
instead of opposing these appointments, they, 
would applaud and support them. Gentlenien 
must excuse me if I say Í do not think them srn- 
cere; that, in my opinion, foreign relations are: 
merely a stalking-horse, behind which they ad- 
vance to attack the Administration, and the sys- 
tem of policy which it has. adopted.: To foreign. 
relations and foreign intercourse,.in my opinion, 
gentlemen have no objection, provided those rë- 
Yations can be such as they wish, and conducted: 
in the manner which they desire. It is against 
the nature of these connexions, and not to foreign 
connexions in themselves, that the hostility: of 
gentlemen is directed. For the proof of this posi-. - 
tion, I appeal to the history of the measures pur- 
sued by those gentlemen since the commencement 
of this Government. $ 

I ask gentlemen, Mr. Chairman, who: think 
with me that the present attempt ought tobe re- 
sisted, whether they can separate it from thatsystem 
of measures which its supporters have so:zealous-. 
ly and perseveringly pursued since: ‘the com- 
mencement of the war between France and Eng- 
land? I cannot. I am compelled to view tan 
connexion with that system, and it is this con- 
nexion which makes me dread it. Viewing tt in 
this connexion, the time which is chosen for mak. 
ing the attempt is, to me, its most alarming fea- 
ture. This extension of foreign intercourse, whieh 
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is made the pretext for the present attempt, is not 
a measure of this day. It was adopted in May, 1796, 
and that was the time for opposing it, if the rea- 
sons for the opposition were really such as gentle- 
men allege. But no opposition, or at least none 
of any consequence, was made at that time. I 
have looked over the debate which took place on 
that occasion, and I find that, although some ob- 
jections were made, they rested on a ground 
wholly different from that now taken. They 
were confined to the expediency of the measure ; 
but not one word was said of the danger of Ex- 
ecutive influence, or the -necessity of checking 
Executive patronage. Among others, I was most 
struck by the observations of a gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Finpuey.) which agree pre- 
cisely with our present doctrines, and appear to 
me so solid and important, that I cannot forbear 
presenting them to the committee. They are 
found in the debate of May 30, 1796, on the ex- 
tension of foreign’ intercourse, and in these 
words: 


<: Mr. Findley said that he had voted against this meas- 
ure, in the Committee of the Whole, and he thought 
he was right in doing so; but he was now of opin- 
ion, that except the House had information sufficient 
to convince them that the appropriation was necessary, 
they ought to grantit. He wished as much as any one to 
save the money of the public, but he believed our Gov- 
ernment was, in some degree, obliged to conform to Eu- 
ropean practices. If we had Ministers Plenipotenti+ry at 
one Court, he did not know where to drawthe line. He 
believed they should do best in leaving the Executive to 
settle this matter.” 

The committee, Mr. Chairman, will doubtless 
be struck, as I have been, with the contrast be- 
tween these sentiments and those which the same 
gentleman, and those with whom he acts, have 
expressed on the present occasion. The gentle- 
man. no doubt, has good reasons for his change of 
opinion, but as I do not know them, I must seek 
for them in the change of our situation. I should 
be sorry to say, or believe, that it is to be found 
there ; but the appearance of the thing tomy mind 
is so singular, and so alarming, that I cannot con- 
ceal it. At that time we had no dispute with 
France; now we have. At that time the French 
Government had not declared us to be a people di- 
vided from our Government; now it has. Atthat 
time we were not on the eve of a conflict in which 
it was to be proved whether the people of this 
country shall be governed by France, or them- 
selves; now it is to be feared that we are. In this 
awful, this momentous situation of our country ; 
when we know that France, in her hostile meas- 
ures, proceeds on the persuasion that our people 
are divided from our Government, and this House 
against the Executive; when we see measures 
here introduced and prosecuted with unequalled 
zeal, whose plain and direct tendency is to set this 
House at war against the Executive; to degrade 
the President, and hold him up to public view as 
the enemy of liberty, and unworthy of confidence; 
can we avoid observing how exactly these at- 
tempts are calculated to promote the views of 


cert with those on the other side of the water, the 
impression that gentlemen are playing into the 
hands of a foreign Government, which is pursuing 
every hostile measure against this country? This 
impression I wish to resist; but I fear thatthe pub- 
lic mind will not resist it ; nor can I easily resist it, 
when I advert to that system of alliance with 
France and war against England, which was at 
an early period imported into this country, and 
has been ever since pursued with so much activity 
and perseverance in this House. 

When I say this system of alliance and war 
was imported into this country, I have no allusion 
to any member of this House. I have no doubt 
that it was imported by a member of this Govern- 
ment, but not of this House; and it was a part 
of the system adopted by the revolutionists of 
France, when they resolved to wage war against 
all their neighbors, especially England, for the 
purpose of subverting the Government of their 
own country, and gratifying their own personal 
ambition. This war, we know, was resolved on 
long before it was declared; and it was then de- 
termined that the United States should engage in 
iton the part of France. A regular scheme was 
concerted, according to every appearance, for 
drawing them into it. The missionary arrived, 
who was to convert us to this new faith; and this 
missionary was a citizen of our own, who was re- 
called from a public employment in that country, 
to fill a high official station here.* Not long after, 
a French Minister was sent over to second his 
efforts, and he came furnished with ample 
instructions, and fortified with ample means of 
seduction. 

Before this Minister arrived, accounts reached 
us that the war between England and France was 
commenced. As we had extensive and important 
relations, both of a commercial and political na- 
ture. with these two nations, it immediately be- 
came a question of the greatest importance and 
solicitude, how we should act in this critical situ- 
ation. In the deliberations which took place on 
this subject, in the cabinet of the Executive, two 
very Opposite opinions immediately appeared ; one 
for war on the side of France, and the other for 
a firm neutrality : and there were twoment at that 
time in the councils of the President, who sup- 
ported these two opinions. The advocate of the 
war system did not venture openly to oppose the 
system of neutrality, which he knew to be the 


* For avoiding mistakes, Ideclare, that in this and the succeed- 
ing passages, | allude to the present Vice President of the United 
States, whom I consider as the author and secret mover of this sys- 
temrof war against England, and alliance offensive and defensive 
with France—a system which, far from being abandoned, is, in my 
opinion, now pusbed with more zeal than ever, by the same party. 

ence ali their efforts to keep the country disarmed, to deprive the 
Government of the public confidence, and to compel it, by those 
mears, to break anew with England, in obedience to the orders of 
France. For when this breach is once made, they know that a war 
must be the next step, and then the alliance with France, or rather 
subjection to her under the name of an alliance, follows of course ; 
and these gentlemen would rule the country under the orders of a 
French Minister, as is now actually the ease in Holland, I con- 
sider the letter to Mazzei, and Genet’s charge about “a language- 
official and a language confidential,” joined to the general tenor oi 
tis peutleman's conduct, and the book ohig friend, Mr. Monroe, 
as full proofs that my opinion is weli founded. 

"These two men eee Jefferson and Hamilton. The first was 


: : : : + 
France? Can we avoid the impression of a con- | for war, the second for neutrality. 
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wish of the country.. T'o have opposed it openly; 
to` have ‘declared, in plain terms, that. we ought 
not to remain neutral, but to engage in the war, 
with finances so deranged, a Government so im- 
perfectly established, and a condition of affairs so 
unsettled, would, as he well knew, have disgusted 
and ‘alarmed the people, and ruined. the project. 
He therefore acted with more art and address. He 
labored to the utmost to induce. the President not 
to decide, himself, upon the question. of neu- 
trality; but to convene Congress, and refer the 
decision to them. Why? ‘Because it was known 
that-a popular body, like Congress, was infinitely 
more. susceptible of enthusiasm, more easily 
wrought on by management and intrigue, more 
obnoxious to the influence. of- popular clamor, 
mobs, and venal presses, than the cool, delibera- 
tive councils of the President. It was also known 
that in case of ‘a referencë to Congress, the neu- 
tral system would lose the aid of its author’s tal- 
ents, who was precluded, by his official station, for 
a seat in that body. To this point then the author 
of the war system directed his whole force. He 
© labored to convince the President that it did not 
$ belong to him to decide the question of neutrality, 
but to Congress, to whom the Constitution re- 
quired it to be referred; and in. this effort, it is 
well known that he was aided, to the utmost, by 
that description of people who have, since that 
time, omitted. no opportunity in their power of 
hurrying ‘us into a war against England. 
Fortunately, however, the President saw and 
} avoided'the snare. His sound judgment, and pen- 
entrating discernment, enabled him to perceive all 
the hazards of such a reference; his good sense 
prevented him from entertaining a doubt-about his 
Constitutional power to decide this question ; and 
his firmness enabled him to make and support the 


ingly appeared. 
t no sooner made its appearance, than the war 
party and their chief raised an outcry against it 
from one end of the continent to the other. The 
French Minister, (Genet,) who arrived soon after, 
remonstrated ; the popular societies formed under 
is auspices, published resolutions; and the venal 
presses, the principal of which* was under the im- 
mediate direction of the author of the war system, 
poured forth abuse against the Proclamation of 
Neutrality, the Minister who advised it, and the 
President by whom it was issued. In short, Mr. 
Chairman, no expedient wuich disappointed in- 
trigue and an artful, enraged spirit of party could 
devise, was omitted for raising a universal popular 
indignation against. this proclamation of neutrali- 
ty, and for preparing Congress to condemn and 
reverse it. The changes were rung from town to 
town, from State to State, and from one end of 
the Union to the other, on pusillanimity, on na- 
tional degradation, on ingratitude to France, on 
servile submission to England. And this procla- 
mation was furiously assailed with the very same 
weapons which we have since gmployed against 


_ _ * The National Gazette, whose editor, die Freneau, wasa con- 
fidential clerk of Mr. Jefferson. This paper was the vehicle ofall 
the most violent attacks against the Proclamation of Neutrality. 


ALL 


decision. The Proclamation of Neutrality accord- 


the. British Treaty, which was justly consider-~ 
ed as a part of the same system of neutrality: 
The efforts of the friends of war, and their chief, | 
were, however, unavailing. ‘The people. o! 
ica, indeed felt a warm,.an. almost. enth 
partiality for France, whom, they consi 
contending for liberty, and on. this. partiali 
party founded strong hopes of success. |. 
good sense of the people enabled them ‘to discer 
that, whatever might be their wishes'for the sut 
cess of France, the interest of. their.own. ci 
lay in. preserving peace; and they. gave,. th 
out the Union, the most unequivocal . pr 
approbation to the proclamation. of -nentra 
When Congress met, this sentiment had 
so strong and universal that the war party d 
dare to oppose it. The proclamation. was 
proved of by Congress, and the party and thi 
chief once more had a hook put into their nose. 
Though'a second time disappointed, they: di 
not, however, lose courage, nor abandon ‘thei 
schemes. But, as a system of neutrality had now: 
been adopted, it was too late to talk of war; and 
the next step, therefore, was to explain this neu; 
trality in such a manner as would render it, in: 
effect, an alliance with France, and a state of: 
tility against England. This was attempted-ac- 
cordingly; but, as the author of the war system 
held an official station under the Executive, he: 
could not openly appear in it. The French Min- 
ister came forward, and advanced the pretensiot 
which it was the part of the other perso 
second and support in the Presidents ‘Cou 
right was claimed on the part of France to ar 
fit, and commission ships of war in our ports} 
exclude British ships of war under preten: 
which would have applied to every possi! 
to enlist crews among our citize: 
mies in our country; and to preelu 
of justice from all cognizance. of prizes takë 
brought in by vessels acting under French: 
missions. It was contended’on the part of F 
that we ought to resist, by force, the rig 
by England, and clearly acknowledged: 
of nations, to take the goods of her enemi 
found on board of our neutral vessels. “It req 
no discernment, Mr. Chairman, to see that th 
pretensions, had they been agreed to, woult 
placed the direction of our affairs in the hands:o 
France, and must instantly. have induced a st 
of war between us and England... This was 
understood by the war-party; and, therefor 
everybody recollects, they aided-and supported: 
French Minister to the: utmost. oftheir powé 
These pretensions, indeed, were repelled by th 
President, who adopted a system wholly different 
a system of national independence and fair ‘ne’ 
trality; but it was. well known: to- hâve: be 
adopted contrary.to the opinion, and in spite 
the efforts, of the: chief of. ‘this partys: Whi 
was adopted, he did indeed defend. it, inh 
cial character; but he-has taken care to declare 
his abhorrence of it, and the French- Minister di 


W 


* In the letter to Mazzei; where he stigmatizes this very sysiem, 
as a system of ingratitude and injustice to France mee : 
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not fail to accuse him of duplicity for having 
written officially in its defence.f 

While officially defended by their chief, the 
party themselves assailed it with the most perse- 
vering violence. 
self-created societies resolved, the presses devoted 
to the party teemed with abuse ; and that, in par- 
ticular, which was under the immediate direction 
of the chief, poured forth one continued torrent of 
virulent invective. Afraid to attack the head of 
the Executive department himself, whose tried 
virtue, whose splendid services, whose great and 
well-earned popularity, could not fail to rouse the 
public indignation against any who might im- 
peach the purity of his conduct, all the shafts were 
evelled at the counsellor by whose advice the 
system was supposed to have been adopted, and 
by whose talents it was ably supported. It was 
everywhere declared, and everywhere most indus- 
triously propagated, that this person had enslaved 
the mind of the President, and misled his judg- 
ment. Everywhere, by every press, and every 
club, was this person branded as a speculator, as 
a thief, a plunderer of the public Treasury, which 
was under his superintendence—a wretch, in the 
pay of England; in fine, the most profligate of 
traitors, the most dangerous of public enemies. 
These calumnies, asserted within these walls, cir- 
culated by members of this House, were industri- 
ously wafted froni State to State, for the purpose 
of overwhelming with obloquy and public hatred 
the author and prop of the neutral system, as an 
essential step towards the destruction of the sys- 
tem itself. 

When the public mind was thought to be suffi- 
ciently prepared, a direct attack was made on him 
in this House, for the purpose of driving himfrom 
his office, so that the President, deprived of his 
counsels, might the more easily be brought to 
concur in the designs of the war party and of 
France. The charges, before circulated in a vague 
and indirect form, were reduced to specific a¢cu- 
sations, and brought before this House. as the 
grounds of a vote of impeachment. But, although 
the party had met with some suecess while they 
confined themselves to their stronghold, to the 
t ambiguas in vulgum spargere voces,” which 
mentioned in the beginning of my observations. 
yet, when they ventured to fight on the open plain 
of fact and proof, they were totally routed; when 
their vague calumnies assumed the shape of reso 
lutions, they were easily refuted. Every charg 
was repelled by a vast majority of this House; 
and the wise and virtuous statesman, to whom his 
country is so much indebted, rising triomphant 
from the contest, established his fame and his 
system on a basis more solid than ever—like 
some mighty oak, whose roots are more strongly 
fixed, and new vigor added to its growth, by those 
storms which seem to threaten its overthrow. 

Thus the war party were again discomfitted ; 
and, in spite of all their efforts, aided by the efforts 


fSee Genet’s letter to Mr. Jefferson, of September 
18, 1793— pages 70 and 73, of the printed correspond- 
ence. 


The haranguers exclaimed, the ! 


of the French Minister, a system of fair and im- 
partial neutrality, calculated to preserve justice to 
jall, and keep peace with all, was completely 
| established. 
Though beaten, however, Mr. Chairman, they 
} were not subdued ; nor could they be induced to re- 
| linquish their favorite object of war and alliance. 
i They waited for a more favorable opportunity 
: of renewing the attack, and that opportunity the 
| unjust aggressions of England on our trade too 
‘soon supplied. These aggressions, joined to the 
remembrance of our former contest with that 
| Power, and the resentments remaining from her 
| former injuries, raised a flame of indignation 
i throughout the country, which, pervading all 
i classes and distinctions of people, prepared the 
| public mind for measures of hostility. The occa- 
į sion was seized by the war party, and used with 
l an activity and zeal which gave them the fairest 
; prospects of success. The attempts were not di- 
rect; because in that case the people might have 
i been brought to reflect. The great object, then, 
ias before, was war against England, and alliance 
| with France; but not one word was said about 
| war or alliance, words which might have created 
‘alarm, and given rise to hesitation. But measures 
: were proposed whose direct and inevitable ten- 
‘dency was to widen the breach with England, 
jand inflame the two countries more and more 
against each other. These measures assumed 
; various shapes, to suit the feelings and catch the 
| passions of particular individuals, or classes of 
: men, and were urged with unremitting zeal and 
indefatigable industry. Sometimes commercial 
restrictions on the trade of England were at- 
tempted ; sometimes the intercourse between the 
two countries was to be cut off; and sometimes 
confiscation and sequestration were resorted to. 
: Many of our best citizens, and the firmest friends 
; to peace and neutrality, were impelled by the 
i warmth of the moment, and the insinuations of 
i this party, to favor, and even to propose or advo- 
‘cate, these measures; and nothing was omitted 
| to raise a storm of popular resentment and public 
; odium against all those who had the firmness toe 
: withstand them. To speak of negotiation was 
randed as pusillanimity ; to speak of attempts at 
micable adjustment, was pronounced to be little 
short of treason. Gentlemen, for their opposition 
ito these hostile measures, were stigmatized on 
his floor as the agents of England; mobs were 
ired to burn them in effigy in various towns in 
he Union; the presses devoted to the war party 
assailed them with continued volleys of calumny; 
| their names were coupled with every disgraceful 
| epithet, with every vile accusation, in the toasts 
j of clubs and the resolutions of societies; and, 
| finally, by all these means, aided by the continued 
| aggressions of England, an universal flame was 
| excited in the country, and the party saw itself 
| approach rapidly to the moment of its triumph 
| over the system of peace and neutrality. 

When the country was thus on the point of 
| rushing down the precipice, the President of the 
: United States, destined so often to become its sa- 
| viour, again stretched out his paternal hand, and 
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prevented the fall. Interposing the powers of his 
office and his immense personal popularity, be- 
tween the Legislature and the gulf, at the very 
brink of which it had almost arrived, he arrested 
its career, and afforded the country time to re- 


@. coverfrom its delirium. He sent an Envoy Ex- 


traordinary to make one further attempt at an 
amicable adjustment of our differences with Eng- 
land, before we should resolve to terminate them 
by the sword; and by this step he again broke the 
measures of the war-party. 

“Their rage was proportioned to their disap- 
pointment, and it hurried them into the most fu- 
rious.invéctives against the President, against the 
Envoy; and- against all who were understood to 
favor the measure. Everybody remembers, Mr. 
Chairman, how they accused this Envoy of being 
a tool of the British: Ministry, an enemy to lib- 
érty, and even an opposer of the independence of 
this country. -Everybody remembers what clam- 
ors Were raised. about the unconstitutionality of 
his appointment; how the clubs toasted, the ora- 
tors harangued, and. the societies resolved. Every 
ody’ remembers* how ‘all the presses under the 
influence of this party loudly alleged that. the 
friends of the negotiation were a faction devoted 
to England, and that the President of the United 
States, by sending the Envoy, had placed himself 
at the head of this faction. Every one remembers 
how the leaders of this party did not refrain from 
repeating these accusations within the walls of 
this House, and even on this floor. It was in 
vain that the friends of the measure, and of peace, 
spoke to them in language like this: “Let this 
attempt at negotiation be made, and if it fails, we 
-© will join you in war. Should England. refuse to 
do us justice, when thus peaceably applied to, we 
will join you in every measure of compulsion. 
We consider this as the last effort at negotiation ; 
and so the President has announced it in his Mes- 
sage for nominating the Envoy.” No! these gen- 
tlemen, now so peaceable, when France repels 
with contempt two successive efforts at negotia- 
tion, and meets all our advances by new measures 
of hostility, could then be satisfied with nothing 
less than immediate measures of coercion and ir- 
ritation against England. A single attempt to 
negotiate they reprobated as pusillanimity, and 
the very idea of a compromise they treated as a 
surrender of the rights and honor of the country. 
When the Envoy arrived, and presented a memo- 
rial, stating all our claims, and urging satisfac- 
tion, but urging it in the usual forms of diplo- 
matic civility, these forms were converted into a 
cause of accusation; a most violent outery was 
raised against this civility. by the very gentlemen 
who now proclaim their unbounded, and even en- 
thusiastic approbation of the conduct of the late 
Minister: to France, who, in his first address to 
the Government of that Republic, assured it so- 
lemnly and publicly that this country was ready 
to submit, and to submit cheerfully, to any infrac- 
tions of its treaties or violation of its rights, which 
France might think it for her-own advantage to 
commit! Whence:-this strange inconsistency, 


but from an eager desire of war against England, 


so much the more. ceftain,.as there could be:no 


and a blind servile devotedness to. France? And: 
will gentlemen, after all this, deny-that the -whole: - 
scope of the measures, the whole drift. of the sys- 
tem of their party, has. been war'against England 
and alliance with France ?* ; E 

The Baroy, however, continued to. negotiate, 
and at length concluded. a treaty, whereby an=: 
cient difficulties were adjusted, and the foundation 
laid for amity in future. No sooner did; this 
arrive in the country than every artifice wa 
to-inflame the public mind, and excite agains 
the popular prejudices. Nothing was omitted 
defeat it in the Senate, and when- ratified: by:t 
body, it was attacked by every coffee-house pol 
tician. of the party before it was: published, by.all 
their presses, and by the resolutions of all the 
When made public, the most unheard. of mi 
were used to overwhelm it with general odi 
to raise an universal ery-against it, and. dete! 
President from giving it his sanction. In every: 
town. mobs. were. assembled under the more tre- 
spectable name of town meetings; those of: 
ferent opinion were silenced by clamor, int: 
dated by threats, or actually driven away b 
lence; and all opposition: or discussion being 
revented, these assemblages of ignorant an 
iterate men were prevailed upon to vote by: 
clamation for resolutions which they were. inca- 
pable. of understanding, and could not even hea: 

Thus the appearance of a formidable ‘popular 
rising in various parts of the continent was 
hibited, and the frenzy caught.: It spread w 
and. wider, and, aided by various auxilia 
sions, drew into its vortex great masses 
best and most. well-intentioned ` citizens 
country. again seemed on the point of rushing 
down the precipice; but fortunately its guardian, 
genjus yet presided over its affairs. The P: 
dent of the United States again placed hims 
the breach, and received on his buckler‘al 
strokes aimed at the happiness of the country, 
spoke to the people; they heard the voice of, 
father ; they listened and became calm, ta 
fied the tredty, and the people said, “It is don 
and must it not: be supported:?. He has don 
andis it not right?” They listened, and were ap- 
peased; they read, and were convinced; they-dis- 
covered their first errors, acknowledged andre- 
nounced them. TOANE Maes 

But not so the party whose object was-w. 
against England at all events, They saw in this 
treaty the death of their hopes, the:final frustra~ 
tion of all their projects; for this treaty took away 
all cause of quarrel ‘between the 


@ 


two countries, 
and they resolved to make one gtand ‘effort -for-its 
destruction ; which. being accomplished, -all..the 
ancient disputes. would. be reinstated with new. 
aggravation, and a rupture would be rendered by 


faith in any new. accommodation. To: this-ob- 
ject they beat: their whole force, and.this: House 
was the place for the attack. -When the treaty: 
came before this House to be-carried: into-effeet, iii 


3 * See Mr. Monroe’s book, pages 10, 24, and 35; 
where this declaration is acknowledged and justified. =< 
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doctrines new to the Constitution, and incompat- 
ible with its existence, were introduced in order 
to destroy it. The treaty-making power was at- 
tempted to be rendered subject to the control of 
this House, as the power of appointing foreign 
Ministers is now attempted to be rendered sub- 
ject. The treaty was attacked through the sides 
of the Constitution; a war was sought by the 
overthrow of our Government and the violation of 
our plighted faith. But a firm resistance was 
given to these attempts. Enlightened discussions 
spread the truth before the eyes of the people. 
Warned by the errors into which they had before 
been drawn, and roused by the magnitude of the 
danger, they rose in their might, and the party 
was dismayed; they spoke and it trembled; they 
put forth their hand and touched it, and it sunk to 
the earth. 

Thus, again, Mr. Chairman, were the projects 
of the gentlemen confounded. Thus again were 
they prevented from effecting their purpose, so 
much desired, of driving this country into a war 
with England and the fraternal embraces of 
France. 

The remaining history isknown. The French, 
under pretexts so frivolous that not one gentleman 
on this floor had been found hardy enough to de- 
fend them, have quarrelled with us on account of 
this treaty, because, by terminating our differences 
with England, it cuts off all hope of our being 
drawn into the war against her. In this quarrel, 
France, proceeding avowedly on the ground of 
our being a divided people, opposed to our own 
Government, and attached to her, repels all our 
amicable advances, meets them with new injuries, 
and declares that before she will listen to us, we 
must tread back all our steps, reverse our whole 
system of policy, break our treaty with England, 
and admit her own construction of her treaty with 
us. In this critical and alarming situation of af- 
fairs, the same description of persons, the same in- 
dividuals even, who have so perseveringly attempt- 
ed to bring us into a war against England accord- 
ing to the views of France, who have so uniform- 
ly, and with so much zeal, supported all the pre- 
tensions of France. now come forward and make 
a direct attack on the Executive, the tendency of 
which necessarily is to divide it from this House, 
when there is the utmost need of union, and with- 
draw from it the confidence of the people, when 
that confidence is most essential. What is this 
but a continuation of the same system? And can 
we be blamed for seeing in this attempt a new ef- 
fort to throw this country into the arms of France, 
by rendering the Government unable to resist her; 
by forcing it, from weakness, to submit to her 
mandates; to break, in obedience to them, its trea- 
ty with England, and substitute, in its place, an al- 
liance offensive and defensive with her ? 

If this be not the object of gentlemen—if it be 
not their intention thus to serve their country by re- 
ducing it to the situation of Holland—how are we 
to reconcile their present with their former con- 
duct; their eagerness for hostile measures for- 
merly, with their tame submissive spirit now; 
their zealous opposition to everything like negoti- 


ation formerly, with their equally zealous oppo- 
sition to everything like resistance now? If this 
be not their system, then all I can say about their 
present measures, contrasted with those pursued 
by them on a former occasion, about their former 
eagerness fow alliance with one foreign nation 
and war with another, contrasted with their pre- 
sent declamations against all sorts of foreign con- 
nexions or intercourse, is to exclaim, in the elo- 
quent language of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vanja, that those measures form the last leaf of 
that book wherein are written the inconsistencies 
of party. 

Whether this system of war and alliance, this 
system of fraternity with France, such as the 
Dutch now enjoy, and hostility, uader her orders, 
against all her enemies; this system, so steadily 
pursued, but so often defeated, shall now at length 
begin to triumph, I consider as the question now 
to be decided. It is now to be decided whether 
an important step shall be taken towards compell- 
ing our Government, through debility, to submit 
implicitly to France, towards laying this country, 
bound hand and foot, at the feet of that haughty, 
domineering nation. To take this step, to com- 
meuce the triumph of the fraternal system, I take 
to be the object, as I know it to be the tendency, 
of the inroad on the Executive power attempted 
by this amendment. Hence it is that I oppose it 
with the warmest zeal and with all my might; 
and if my opposition shall contribute in the small- 
est degree to its defeat, I shall neither regret the 
time I have occupied, nor apologize for the trou- 
ble I have given to the committee. 

At the conclusion of Mr. Hanrer’s speech the 
question was called for; but on motion to rise and 
ask leave to sit again, it was carried by 50 mem- 
bers rising. 


Monpay, MARCH 5. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF FINE ARTS. 


Mr. Dwicut Foster observed, that he thought 
it proper that attention should be paid to the en- 
couragement of the fine arts, and particularly to the 
arts of designing and engraving, which had already 
made considerable progress in this country. The 
proper way of doing this, he supposed would be to 
secure to artists a property in their works. In order 
to bring this business before the House, he pro- 
posed a resolution for appointing a committee to in- 
quire into the propriety of passing an act for this 
purpose, which was agreed to, and a committee of 
three appointed. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


The following Message, with the documents ac- 
companying it, were received from the President 
of the United States: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 
The first despatches from our Envoys Extraordinary, 
since their arrival at Paris, were received at the Secretary 
of State’s office, at a late hour the last evening. ‘I‘hey 
are all in a character which will require some days to be 
decyphered, except the last, which is dated the 8th of 
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January,..1798. The éontents of this letter aré of so 
much importance to be immediately made known-to Con- 
gress, and to the public, especially to the mercantile part 
of our fellow-citizens, that I have thought it my duty to 
communicate them to both Houses without loss of time. 
; : JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrren States, March 5th, 1798. 


it has. declared contraband everything which it thought ` 
useful to the Republic: it desired to starve it.. All the: 
citizens demand vengeance upon it. ee 
When it had to fear the capture of vessels sailing un- 
der its flag, it corrupted foreign Captains to induce them 
to take on board their vessels English merchandise, and 
thus to introduce it, by cunning, by fraud or otherwise, 
into foreign States, and especially into the French Re- 
public. Sate mates 
The neutral Powers should have perceived, that, 1 


this conduct, their merchants took a part in the war, a 
that they lent assistance to one of the belligerent Powe 
We serve a party, as well when we procure for hi 
means of augmenting his forces, as when we u 
selves to those which he has. The neutral Powers s 
have perceived, that England, by stopping the ves 
other Powers, laden in their respective ports, and d 
for France, by permitting articles.coming from’ 
manufactories alone to circulate, aimed at an exte 
commerce, and that it would be necessary to seek re; 
tion for such an attempt. © : 
The ordinance.of the marine and the regulatic 
1794, have declared to be good prize, the vessels 
their cargoes in which is found English merchandise 
belonging to enemies. These provisions should be èx- `. 
tended. .'The interest of Europe demands it... 0...) 
The Directory thinks it urgent and necessary. to pas 
a law deciaring that the condition of vessels in what còn- 
cerns their quality of neutral or enemy, shall be: deter- 
mined by their cargo, and that the cargo shall be no: 
longer covered by the flag; in consequence, that levery : 
vessel found at sea, having on board English merchandise. | 
and commodities, as her cargo, in whole or in part, : . 
be declared to be good prize, whosoever may be the:pro- 
prietor of these commodities or merchandise ; which s! ; 
be reputed contraband for this cause alone, ‘that the 
come from England or her possessions. g Er 
It would be useful to declare at the same time, thi 
except in the case of distress, the’ports of the Republ: 
shall be shut to all foreign vessels, which, in the co 
of the voyage, shall have entered those. of Englan 
The Executive Directory requests you, Citizen Re 
sentatives, to adopt these measures. No neutral or alli 
Power can mistake their object, nor complain: of 
unless it be already delivered up to England. «Th: 
lible effect of the measure is to enhance the valu 
product of their soil and of their industry, to inc 
prosperity of their commerce, to tepel every thi 
comes from England, and essentially to- influen 
conclusion. of the war. ae : 
Such are the motives which induce the Executive D 
rectory to invite you, Citizen Representatives, to take tl 
object of this Message into the most prompt consideratié 
P. BARRAS, Presiden 


Paris, January 8, 1798. 


Dzar Sin: We embrace an unexpected opportunity to 
send you the ** Redacteur,” of the fifth instant, containing 
the Message of the Directory to the Council of Five Hun- 
dred, ‘urging the necessity of a law to declare as. good 
prize all neutral ships having on board merchandises and 
commodities, the production of England, or of the En- 
glish. possessions, that the flag, as they term it, may no 
longer cover the property; And declaring further that 
the ports of France, except in case of distress, shall be 
shut against all neutral ships, which, in the course of 
their -voyagé, shall have touched at an English port. - A 
Commission has been appointed to report on the Message, 
and ‘it is expected that a decree will be passed. in. con- 
formity to it. . 

¿Nothing new. has. occurred since our last, in date of 
the twenty-fourth ultimo. We can only repeat that there 
exists no hope of our being officially received by this 
Government, or that the objects of our mission will be in 
any way accomplished. 

We have the honour to be, with great. respect, your 
most. obedient servants, 

CHARLES C. PINCKNEY, 
J. MARSHALL, 
A E. GERRY. 
Timotay PrcKERING, Esq. 


(TRANSLATION. ] 


Message of the Executive Directory to the Council of 
Five. Hundred, of the 15th Nivose, 6th year, (Ath 
January, 1798.) 


Citizen. Representatives: To-day, the 15th Nivose, 
and at the very hour at which the Executive Directory 
addresses this Message to you, the municipal administra- 
tors, the justices of the peace, the commissaries of the 
Directory, and the supervisors of the customs, are pro- 
ceeding, in all the chief places of the departments, and 
inall the principal communes of the Republic, to seize 
the English merchandise now in France, or introduced 
upon its territory in contravention of the law of the 10th 
Brumaire, 5th year (October 31, 1796.) 

Such is the first act by which, when peace is given 
to the Continent, the war declared a long time since 
against England is about to assume its genuine character. : taer 
The French will not suffer a Powers which strives to LAGARDE, Sec: Geni kn 
found its prosperity upon the misfortune of other nations, This Message, was ordered to be printed, and- 
to raise its commerce upon the ruin of that of other peo- | committed to a Committee of the Whole on the. 
ple, and which, aspiring to the domination of the seas, | state of the Union. . Pei 
wishes to introduce, every where, articles of its own - E 
manufacture, and to receive nothing from foreign indus- FOREIGN INTERCOURSE: 
try, any longer to enjoy the fruit of its culpable specula- 
tions. . ‘ 

The English Government has kept in pay, during the g 3 ; : : 
war, the oalesced forces, with the produce of her manu- EA with m Aa ; w iik 
factories. It has violated all the principles of the law of | . r. pri sae and spoxe T he Hove > Phe sub- 
nations, in order to shackle the relations of neutral Powers: ject before the committee, elieve, is. perhaps 
it has caused to he seized the provisions, grain, and com- generally considered as nearly or quite exhausted, 
modities, which it supposed to be destined for France: Nothing very new or important is further expect. 


The House again resolved itself intoa Commit- 
‘tee of the Whole, on the bill to provide the means. 
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ed: however, resolving, so far as possible, to avoid 


repeating those arguments and observations which 
have already, in the opinion of some, been too | 
often repeated, I feel disposed to make a few re- 
marks. 

The object of the amendment under considera- 
tion, as I understand it, is to control, or restrain 
the operations of the Executive Department, with 
respect to Ministers appointed to officiate at for- 
eign Courts; and this restraint of Executive 
power is to be effected by reducing the sum, or by 
appropriating a less sum than hath been heretofore 
appropriated for that purpose. 

The gentleman who brought forward this 
amendment, and they who have joined with him 
in the support of it, do not pretend to accuse the 
President of having violated his Constitutional 
trust, nor have they adduced any proof to show 
that the character of persons appointed to the 
office of Ambassadors is such, or the number so 
great, asreally to endanger the Constitution or the 
rights and liberties of ourcountry. The pretence 
is a fear or apprehension of abuse in future, which, 
in my estimation, is very far from being a reason 
sufficient to justify the measure in contemplation. 
Certainly the President is exclusively authorized 
by-the Constitution to nominate Consuls and Am- 
bassadors, and, with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, has an exclusive power to appoint them. 
What reason have we to think that this duty has 
not been or will not be discharged faithfully and 
properly? What reason have we to imagine that 
if the superintendency and direction of this busi- 
ness were taken into our own hands, it would then 
be transacted with more fidelity, with more pro- 
priety, and safety to our constituents? Have we 
more information upon this subject ? are we more 
capable of judging rightly with respect to the 
number, the character, and the grade, of foreign 
Ministers? Or, is there a greater degree of re- 
sponsibility and integrity attached to our station 
than to the Executive Department? These things 
will not be pretended. I am ready to acknowledge | 
myself deficient in point of suitable ee 


ference a nannies meatal e 


upon this subject, nevertheless, it does appear to 
me reasonable to suppose, considering the present 
peculiar state of Europe, our relations and con- 
nexions with the European nations, that the num- 
ber of Ambassadors employed abroad is not too 
large, nor their grade too high, to manage well the 
difficult and interesting affairs of our national in- 
tercourse. 

Responsibility is evidently a very importantand 
distinguishing characteristic in a representative 
Government; and, it must be evident to every 
one that the President of the United States, in this 
respect, is placed in a different situation from the 
House of Representatives. It is, perhaps, a diffi- 
cult thing to render so numerous a body as the 
House of Representatives sufficiently responsible. 
If a majority, or less number of individuals, should 
at any time be guilty of improper conduct in their 
Legislative capacity, the blame might be divided 
among themselves, or possibly be shifted from 
themselves to other members; so that the people 
at large could not easily ascertain who the persons 


really blameable were; besides, members who be- 
long to the House of Representatives are chosen 
by districts, or by the State they represent. 

The circle which they more immediately repre- 
sent, and to which they are more particularly re- 
sponsible, is comparatively small, whereas the 
President is chosen by the United States. He 
represents the whole Union, and to the whole 
Union he is accountable and responsible. His re~- 
sponsibility to God and men is of the most serious 
and solemn nature; his obligations to the faithful 
and proper discharge of duty are the greatest and 
motives the strongest conceivable ; and, formy own 
part, lam unwilling to diminish that responsibility, 
which is, in some sense, our national security 
and safeguard, by controlling or restraining a 
power which, I am not suspicious, has ever been 
abused. i 

I am sensible it has been insinuated that our 
political intercourse is too extensive. That this 
intercourse always has and ever will prove disad- 
vantageous; but, perhaps, these suggestions are 
without sufficient foundation. We might have 
been subjected to much greater evils without, 
and for the want of this intercourse with foreign 
ae than we have suffered in consequence 
of it. 

Political as well as commercial intercourse with 
other nations may possibly be carried to such ex- 
cess as to operate disadvantageously ; and, when 
not carried to excess, it may be the means of 
vitiating and injuring some individuals, and, per- 
haps, some particular places, but the community 
at large, I apprehend, will be benefited. 

All nations bave their improvements and vir- 
tues as wellas imperfections and vices; a suitable 
degree of mutual intercourse would, therefore, in 
all probability, be of mutual advantage. In this 
way we as a nation may be rendered more re- 
spectable abroad; and I am persuaded that the 
more our foreign Ministers, and also the more the 
people of this country in general, see and know of 
other nations, of their manners and customs, of 
the nature and operations of their Governments, 
the more highly they will eventually esteem and 
admire their own. 

In America free representative Governments 
exist, and we hope their existence will be perpet- 
ual. This-extensive Continent, placed at so great 
a distance from other Continents, and discovered 
in so late a period of time, is favorable to the 
cause of liberty; it has proved an asylum for the 
oppressed and persecuted of other nations; and, 
from our political as well as commercial inter- 
course with other nations and Governments, they 
as well 4s we may be essentially improved and 
benefited. 

Gentlemen in favor of the amendment now be- 
fore the committee have urged its importance and 
the necessity of its being adopted at this time, in 
order to check, as they pretend, a very dangerous 
patronage arising from the exercise of Executive 
power, In appointing foreign Agents and Ambas- 
sadors. To me the suspicion appears totally un- 
founded. Ican discover no alarming prospect 0 
this kind. Corruption is not congenial to our 
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Government, nor is it requisite to support and 
render popular any part of its administration. Our 
State Governments preclude the necessity of many 
offices in the Gerieral Government. These offi- 


ces are, comparatively, but few, aud none of them. 


very lucrative. No person, in or out of office, can 
reasonably expect ‘to secure any real and lasting 
popularity by corrupting others, or by being him- 
self corrupted. Bg i 

Tf our Government. had been founded in usur- 
pation and upon arbitrary and oppressive princi- 
ples, ‘then. ‘it’ might have needed a variety of 
vicious ‘measures for its establishment; then we 
might expect that the administrators would ad- 
dress themsélves to the passions, to the avarice, 
and ambition of its subjects; then every species of 
artifice and intrigue, political and religious tests, 
with hereditary and exclusive privileges, might be 
“necessary for the support of the Administration. 

` But the Constitution and Government of the 
United States need none of these means for its 
support... Formed by a free and enlightened peo- 
ple upon the noble basis of equal rights and priv- 
ilegés, it can only be supported by just and equita- 
ble laws, fairly and impartially executed. The 
President in his appointments cannot be supposed 
under the influence of favoritism. Every motive 
willinduce him to have a proper regard, not only 
to, abilities and information, but also to real and 
substantial merit and integrity of character. I 
apprehend we have no reason to doubt but that 
such men will be appointed by the Executive to 
the several offices, as, in their honest judgment, 
are. best qualified ‘and disposed to discharge the 
respective duties with the greatest propriety and 
most general acceptance to the people. 

Under these and similar impressions the object 
of the amendment apppears to me not only unne- 
cessary, but improper, and accordingly contrary 
to the intention and spirit of the Constitution. 
We find no violation of Constitutional trust in 
the Executive; no flagrant abuse of power is 
pretended; no instance of improper conduct 
which can, in the least degree, justify the measure 
in contemplation. 

“The method which gentlemen who advocate 
‘thé measure propose for restraining the exercise of 
Executive power is, by reducing the sum hereto- 
fore appropriated for the support of foreign Min- 
isters. In considering this proposition, a Consti- 
` tutional question has been brought into view, dif- 

ferént opinions have been advanced, and these 
opinions have been variously expressed. I feel, 
therefore, disposed to express my own opinion 
also, and in my own way, on this occasion, with 
‘respect to the doctrine of appropriations. 

“The Constitution says; no appropriation of mo- 
ney shall be made but by law. An appropriation 
is a law, or act of the Legislature, appropriating 
a sum of money for ‘some particular purpose. 

- legislative act is, in its nature, voluntary and de- 
liberative. Every member of the Legislature 
ossesses the right of deliberating and deciding 

or himself. . 

Tt is acknowledged by all that the Legislature 


has what is termed the physical power of making 


| or of refusing to make appropriations ; ‘bt 
tain cases, and`in the present case, some 
this House has not the moral power to refusi 
to appropriate a less sum’ than bas been 
fore appropriated for the like purpose. If by 
ral power is here meant the right of doin 
and improper action, cattainly io “indi 
body of men, can possess this right ‘in a 
whatsoever. There is no dispute here, a 
myself I believe it would ‘be wrong and” hi 
improper and inexpedient to reduce the sum 
posed to be appropriated, according to the 0 
of the amendment. But, if by moral. pow: 
meant the right of judging when and how th 
physical power ought to be éxercised, (and Uthink® 
this must be the meaning, if it means anything,) 
the right undoubtedly belongs to the Legislature. 
The Constitution has no where said the Legisla- 
ture shall not: exercise this power, nor. has the: 
Constitution said the right of exercising this 
power shall be vested in any other department of 
the Government. eg 
In this view of the subject I do consider’ the 
Constitutional power of appropriating money as 
a sacred trust committed by the people ‘of the 
United States to the discretion of the Legislative’ 
branch of Government. This power or. trust is 
not to be wantonly abused and trifled with, but: 
exercised according to the principles’ of justice 
and good faith—of sound wisdom and policy. In’ 
the exercise of this power there will sometimes’ 
be a difference of opinion among the members 
the Legislature, but it is to bẹ presume 
majority will decide rightly, and 
propriety. r Dy 
Jam sensible it may be objected that th 
might be'so exercised as to frustrate the T 
portant Executive measures, and ev: 
wheels of Government. It may also 
if the Senate should refuse to concur 
House of Representatives, or the House of Rep 
resentatives.refuse to concur with the: Sen: 
making and repealing laws, then there 
an end of legislation and the wheels of 
ment be entirely stopped. EE 
The same unhappy effects would“ en 
Executive department should: interf 
Legislative, or refuse to discharge i 
duties. Pern 
But these evils are not. predicated 
stitutional existence of power; ‘they-are predi 
ted upon a presupposed possible abuse of pi 
Such abuses, I conceive, ought not to be thiis‘ai 
ticipated. if they eyer should arise, then’ will 
the proper time to correct them ; and; in the 
while, each branch of ‘the Government sh a 
aside unreasonable jealousies, and havé ‘suitable... — 
confidence in all the other branches. °° ns 
Each department of the Government is equal- | 
ly important, and equally dear to:the'peopleof the 
United States; and their muttial co-operation ‘is 
necessary to the public welfare. REET 
The President and members of Co oe 
all chosen by the people. The Government is ~~ 
theirs, and in their hands, as ‘clay is-in the hands 
of the potter, and we must hope and expect that 
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they will mould and fashion both the legislation | na promised to establish its authenticity so clearly 
and administration, according to the true import | that all thearguments of the worthy member from 
and meaning of that most excellent Constitution | Pennsylvania (Mr. Gattarin) should fall to the 
which they have framed and adopted by mutual | ground and be of no weight. But, sir, how was 
consent, and for mutual benefit, and which they | this promise complied with? Why, we were told 
still admire and revere as the only sure palladium | that the Ministers having been appointed, and their 


of their dearest rights, liberties, and privileges. 
Mr. Ciaiporne (of Tennessee) rose to offer a 
few remarks upon the question under debate, but 


salaries fixed, it would be as unconstitutional to 


| lessen them as it would be to diminish the com- 


pensation of a federal Judge And shall this as- 


more particularly to reply to some observations | sertion alone induce the committee to embrace an 
which had fallen from the gentleman from South | opinion that will not stand the test of the small- 
Carolina (Mr. Harper.) And, notwithstanding | est inquiry. We all know, said he, that the Con- 
the exhausted state of the patience of the com- {stitution prohibits the diminution of a Judge’s 
mittee, since it was his intention to occupy their | salary during his continuance in office ; but as to 
time but a little while, he hoped to be favored | the compensation of Ministers, it was silent; 
with their kind indulgence and attention. hence the inference is fairly deducible that it is 

Some weeks ago, early in the investigation of | left to Congress to fix, heighten, or lessen that 
the present subject, he had expressed an opinion | compensation at their discretion. But it is unne- 
favorable to the proposed amendment, and he had ' cessary to dwell longer on this point. The argu- 
heard no reason to authorize a change of that | ments of the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
opinion. | GALLATIN) appear to me conclusive, and remain 

It was true that the opposition had been violent | unanswered. 
and uniform; that the most splendid eloquence | But we are told, adopt the amendment and our 
had been called forth to defeat the amendment; | Ministers will retire. This event would give to 
and gentlemen, abandoning a plain system of rea- | him no regret—not that he disliked the characters 
soning which might tend to convince the mind, ; employed—they were all honorable men, and their 
had vied with each other in exhibiting talents for | return to America would be a valuable acquisi- 
declamation, and, indulging themselves in the vi- | tion. But Mr. C. was opposed to this diplomatic 
sionary fields of fancy, had brought to the view | policy; he feared it would draw closer our foreign 
of the committee a number of imaginary evils, | connexions, and extend our foreign political inter- 
well calculated to alarm timid men, and to com“ | course, which, in his opinion, foreboded much 
municate uneasiness to the people. i evil to our common country. 

Thus we found that, while the gentleman from | France, says the gentleman from South Caro- 
New York (Mr. Wiiiiams) feared the success of | lina, commenced her intrigues in America at the 


the amendment, lest it might overthrow the Gov- 
ernment and destroy the Union. the gentlemen 
from South Carolina (Mr. Harper) wished its 
rejection, lest it should be accompanied with all 
the horrors of anarchy, and throw us completely 
into the arms of France. 

Mr. C. begged leave to call the attention of the 
committee to the amendment itself, and he would 
ask whether such dangers could be rationally ap- 
prehended from its adoption? The simple ques- 
tion was, whether all our foreign Ministers should 
receive equal salaries with those residing at Lon- 
don, Paris, and Madrid. Is there not strong rea- 
son for a discrimination? Have we not been told 
that the Courts of France, Spain, and England 
are the most expensive in Europe, and that in 
Portugal and Prussia Ministers can move with 
dignity, and live in affluence and ease, on much 
smaller salaries than those residing among the 


first mentioned Powers? Has this information | 


been denied, or has an attempt been made to con- 
fute it ? 

But, say gentlemen, we have not a Constitu- 
tional right to adopt the amendment; that the 
office of Minister is created at the will of the 
President, and we are bound to appropriate. To 
avoid an unnecessary discussion, he would con- 
cede this point. But did it follow that a Minis- 
ter having been created. and his salary fixed, it 
could not be lessened during his continuance in 
office? Yet this doctrine was maintained by some 
members, and the gentleman from South Caroli- 


‘organization of the present Government, and he 
: would add, that England began her career about 
the same period. France, we were told, had 
' acquired a powerful party in America, and that 
‘even within the walls of this House she had her 
| Votaries. whose zeal for her cause induced them 
: to Jose sight of the interest of their own country. 
‘If this was the fact it was unknown to him; but 
i he would say, there was some ground to fear that 
there were men in the United States so much 
i attached to the interest and policy of England as 
| to be willing to entwine the fate of America with 
| the destinies of that tottering and corrupted mon- 
archy. For his part, he disclaimed and despised 
jall foreign influence, and the great wish of his 
` heart was to see it exiled from our country; the 
_ first step towards it was, to reduce our diplomatic 
, establishment, and, by degrees, to do it away alto- 
: gether. 

But, says the gentleman from South Carolina, 
: Ministers are the guardians of our commerce; 
| without them Consuls would be of no use, since 
(they are unknown to the Courts of Europe. I 
: believe, said Mr. C., this statement is not strictly 
‘accurate. The foreign Consuls in America, before 
i they acted in their offices, produced their creden- 
‘tials to our Executive, and were acknowledged. 
: He believed a similar usage prevailed among other 
i nations. The Consul General from France was 
_ well known in the United States, and it appears 
, that our Consul General is known to the French 
| Directory, and if my information be true, that 
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gentleman has rendered our commercial interests 
considerable service. ; 

It had been asked, Where was the necessity of 
having a Minister at Berlin ? and the member from 
South Carolina has given-us ihe answer. He 
tells us “that the present Prussian monarch is 
young, enterprising, warlike, ambitious, and just 
grasping the most brilliant sceptre in Europe; 
that he held the balance of power in his hands; 
that he held it with a treasury. replenished by 
four years of peace,and with three hundred thou- 
sand of the finest troops in Europe.” All this 
might be true, and it might further be conceded, 
that these troops would, the first opportunity, re- 
trieve’ the disgrace which the sans-culottes of 
France had brought upon them. But all this 
proved not the proprietv of America’s forming a 
connexion with him. She had nothing to fear, 
either from his power or ambition, unless she 
courts his favor. 

Let this monarch preside at the Congress of 
Radstadt; let him prove the pacificator of Eu- 
rope, and put an end to a war which has so much 
thinned the ranks of mankind ; but for myself, I 
would wish, him to lose sight of the interest of 
America. The friendship of Kings too often 
proves the bane of Republics. He said he was 
not well versed in history, but he would ask the 
learned’ member from South Carolina if number- 
less instances did not present themselves to his 
mind, where the friendship of Kings ultimately 
proved the ruin of Republics ? 

‘In tracing the historic page of ancient times, it 
will be found that some of the little Grecian 
States, when in imminent danger, had solicited the 
friendship of Philip, King of Macedon. He gave 
it; but what was the consequence? He acquired 
an influence in their councils which enabled him 
to triumph over liberty and enslave the people, 
and the last remains of dignity sunk in the Gre- 
cian world. 

But we are told, the Prussian monarch has pos- 
sessions on the Baltic, and wishes his commerce 
extended ; and shall America make any sacrifices 
to gratify him in this wish? Have our merchants 
heretofore had any trade with this Power, and do 
gentlemen wish to force it? With regard to the 
commerce of America, he was of opinion, it was 
too soon in our history to see it splendid, or to 
turn our attention solely to its welfare. 

Agriculture is the leading interest of our coun- 
try, and requires our primary care. Agriculture 
is the favorite pursuit of man; and so longas 
extensive and fertile tracts of land remain unoc- 
cupied in America, so long will her citizens prefer 
a livelihood from the peaceful cultivation of the 
soil to an uncertain subsistence on the ocean. 

It is necessity that océasions commerce to un- 
furl her sails. Thus we find, that while the flag 
of England is displayed in every quarter of the 
globe, the colors of France are seldom seen. The 
insular situation and contracted limits of the for- 
mer, drive her citizens upon the ocean for support, 
while the extensive and fertile dominions of the lat- 
ter afford for her inhabitants subsistence at home. 

The gentleman from South Carolina, although 


he acquits the friends of -the:amendment of the 
motive, declares that their ‘do¢trine would ‘over- 
throw the Government and introduce tyranny. 
What is this dangerous doctrine, so much ‘dreaded, 
so pregnant with evil? It is only this: we'claim 
a share in the care of the public purse; we see an 
impropriety in- giving to all our foreign’ Minist 
equal ‘salaries, and some members are of op 
of which number I am one, that an’ ex 
foreign: political intercourse: is: inimical ` 
interests of America. And can such d bo 
lead to the destruction of the Government, sup- i: 
ported as it is by the strongest bulwark-——the hearts 
of the people? 


It is impossible! A- dot 
too, which flows from. the Constitution, 
fides to the Representatives of the peopl 
to limit the disbursement at the Treasury Depart- 
ment; a power that is safely committed, since, 
from the great responsibility attached: to tt 
presentatives, no abuse can be apprehended. Th: 
doctrine never could endanger the Government: ' 
The committee were told by the worthy: mem- 
ber from South Carolina, that’ political, like reli- 
gious fanaticism, is equally destructive to the hap- 
piness of the people, and he cautioned gentlemen 
against the adoption of the present amendment. 
And had that the appearance of fanaticism ?,.Cer- 
tainly not. Why, then, were such observations 
heard? Are they made to alarm the citizens, and 
to excite their suspicions against the gentlemen 
who support the amendment ? TOIME n iy 
France, says the gentleman, affords an awful 
example of the danger of fanaticism. ` 
monarchy that had lasted for fourteen cen 
was hauled to pieces in a moment, andthe 
and the priests perished in its ruins; and, in 
thetic terms, he exclaims, “ The brilliant throm : 
of Louis was not far distant from the place where — 
he bled, and the splendid administration of Neckar 
was soon followed by the reign of Marat.” ù 
could these observations apply to the-prese: 
tion? But having been made, his respect fi 
gentleman led him to notice them. An 
my friend really lament the downfall 
chy that held a brave people in’ servitud 
chains for fourteen centuries ;° where n 
human rights, but human life, were sacri 
the pleasure of he monarch? . And 
lament the ruin of a splendid administratic 
which enabled the Court, the nobles; anat 
favorite few, to revelin luxury on the-hard eart- 
ings of the yeomanry of the:.country; which- 
filched from the industrious:citizen one-half thë 
produce of his labor ? If such be his disposit: 
and such his sentiments, all that T cansa 
envy not his feelings, and thank Heaven miy par- 
tiality for the human family is too great: not to 
rejoice at the liberation of thirty millions of peo- 
ple from so galling a yoke of bondage: ~. 
Fanaticism, says the member, óùce reigned In. 
America ; but he felicitated himself and-bis coun-... 
try that its reign was over. - If the: gentle 
alluded to the spirit of 1776, Mr. ©.: believed he 
was mistaken; that spirit still existed, and ifa ~ 
time should come when liberty was in danger, it. 
would burst forth in-all its glory. EEE AES 
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Mr. C. then called the attention of the. com- 
mittee to a country in Europe where history 
afforded a valuable lesson on the present subject. 
Switzerland, although in the neighborhood of 
European Princes, maintained:no Ministers at 
their Courts; she neither courfed their favor nor 
feared their power, and while this independency 
of conduct freed her from the disputes of Europe, 
Switzerland was respected by every nation. 

Mr. C. said he might be told that the situation 
of Switzerland is dissimilar to America ; that her 
riches consisted in a few sheep feeding in her val- 
leys, and a few cattle grazing on her mountains; 
and as to commerce, she had none. But Switzer- 
land had enjoyed the blessings of liberty and 
peace for several centuries, and where so much 
happiness dwells, the policy observed is entitled 
to remembrance, and worthy to be pursued. 

Gentlemen tell us that attempts are continually 
making in this House to usurp the powers of the 
Executive. He was not a witness to them. It 
appeared to him that they too frequently dele- 
gated their powers. Look to the laws, and see 
the increase of influence and power in the hands 
of the Executive. It was this he feared. The 
power of the Representatives was safely placed, 
and ought to be held sacred, for, as he had before 
remarked, their responsibility was too great to 
apprehend serious danger. 


Mr. C. said, if ever this Government should 


be shaken, the attack would come from the Exe- 
cutive and Senate, combined against the popu- 
lar branch. Mr. C. wished not to be understood 
as wanting a confidence in the present Executive; 
the reverse was the fact; but if a period should 
arrive when a bold, intriguing, ambitious man, 
panting for uncontrolled sway, should work bim- 
self into the Presidential Chair, and two-thirds of 
the Senate be found wicked enough to favor his 
views—by means of the treaty-making power— 
the Government of America may be overturned, 
and her liberties lost forever. 

Mr. R. Wituiams (of N. C.) said, although it 
had become very fashionable fur gentlemen to 
apologize for delivering their opinions at this late 
stage of the debate, he should make none, but 
only say he should not have troubled the commit- 
tee with any observations had,it not been for the 
turn which the debate had taken, and the Consti- 
tutional principle which gentlemen on both sides 
seem to contend would be settled by the decision 
of this question, viz :- whether that House had a 
right to withhold or control appropriations for 
foreign Ministers. He said, lest it should be 
thought that he meant to concede the principle, 
that it had not the right, he felt ita duty which 
he owed to his own opinion, as well as the inter- 
est of those whom he had the honor to represent, 
to state the reasons on which he should give his 
vote. From the best considerations which he 
had been able to give the question before the com- 
mittee, he thought the proposed amendment ought 
not to obtain. It appeared to him to be a meas- 
ure calculated in its effects, and from the manner 
in which it had been brought forward and argued, 
more to sound the disposition of that Legislature 


and the public at large, as to our own Govern- 
ment, and particularly its administration, than to 
produce any real good, or toavert any impending 
danger. And in proportion to this conviction on 
his mind should he feel himself at liberty to give 
his opinion, independently of any insinuations as 
to the purity or impurity of motives, which were 
so often the favorite theme of declamation on 
that floor. 

With this view, he said, he would endeavor to 
direct such observations as he might make on the 
occasion, on a supposition that every member of 
that committee was actuated by similar motives 
—the good and welfare of his country; and-that 
the differences of opinion which had taken place 
were merely as to the mode and manner of ob- 
taining this great end, and were more the result 
of our free Government, and the independent and 
liberal manner in which tbey had a right to dis- 
cuss all subjects which came before them, than 
from any improper motives. To suppose any 
thing short of this, he said, would be to suppose 
the people themselves did not know their own in- 
terest, or that gentlemen had forfeited that respon- 
sibility which they owe to their constituents, or 
have taken up opinions and principles hostile and 
foreign from those under which they were elect- 
ed. He thought it much more proper to draw 
conclusions from arguments themselves, that 
might be admitted in support of any measure, as 
the true way to understand its merits and know 
the line of conduct to be pursued, than to be seek- 
ing after motives, which can only end in conjec- 
ture, and tend to confound and embarrass, rather 
than elucidate. He said it was in his opinion a 
thing to be lamented, that. for some time past, 
not only since he had the honor of a seat in that 
Legislature, but before, scarcely one subject of 
importance had come before it, but immediately 
the doctrine of confidence and the independent 
rights of the Executive, or some department of 
Government, was introduced, as though we had 
no Constitution at all—or, if one, that they pos- 
sessed a very imperfect knowledge of it. Some 
gentlemen contending as though they have un- 
limited confidence in the Executive, and there- 
fore willing to cede almost all power ; and that the 
Executive has no check. On the contrary, oth- 
ers seem disposed not to give up that which may 
be necessary, or heretofure in practice; both of 
which were on the extreme, and ought not to be 
countenanced. Thus one extreme begets anoth- 
er. That we ought to have confidence in every 
department of our Government, to a certain de- 
gree, he said, was right, and what the people in- 
tended in the formation of the Constitution. It 
is not the officer, said he, individually, whom we 
ought to regard, but the office or department. 
Thus he would have as much confidence in one 
Executive as another, in one officer as another, 
in their official character, and if they violated the 
duties and trust reposed in them by the Consti- 
tution and laws, punish them accordingly. 

It is not, said he, that a thing has been done 
this or that way, or by one or the other of the de® 
partments of Government, which proves that it 
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is alone right tobe done that way ; for there are 
many things-which may be done by either of two. 
of the departments of Government, and yet be 
constitutionally right; this, he said, showed the 
mutual confidence which was intended to subsist 
between the different departments of Govern- 
ment, by which they might work together with 
that political union and harmony, so essentially 
necessary to promote the general good and wel- 
fare of the country, and happiness of its citizens. 
He said the people had placed confidence in eve- 
ry department. of their Government, up to which 


he conceived it to be his duty toact, otherwise he: 
should violate the fundamental principles of the’ 


Government, and the Constitutional rights of the 
péople,. which he was. sworn, as a citizen, and a 


‘representative, to. support. 


‘Mr. W. said, these were his sentiments as to 
confidence in. the different departments of the 
Government and. he hoped they would not be 
imputed’ to. him as one of those who was willing 
to. ascribe, implicit “perfection and infallibility in 
the .administration of the Government, or sing 
hallelujahs to the Executive, as some gentlemen 
iad been pleased to say. He did not believe the 


rights and liberties of the people were so endangered. 


from their.own Government as to be mourned 
over in that manner. He believed the Government 
competent to render them great as a nation, and 
happy asa people; and the only danger which 
he saw and-apprehended was from meddling with 
European and foreign politics. He said, he had 
very early made up his opinion as to the proposed 
amendment; but the arguments and principles 
which some gentlemen had advanced against it, 
had almost induced him to abandon that opinion; 
but when he considered it would be wrong to 
sacrifice an opinion which he knew to be formed 
on pure ‘motives, and in which not only himself 
and those he had the honor to represent, but the 
public in: general were interested, he should not 
suffer any arguments foreign to the merits of the 
question, and which had been advanced merely 
for the purpose of crimination, to have any influ- 
ence on his mind. He said, without any inten- 
tion to dictate to gentlemen what observations 
they ought to make on any subject brought be- 
fore that House, he would say he was sorry to 
hear the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Nicnoas) 
take the ground which he did, because he thought 
it extremely impolitic, at this critical juncture of 
our affairs, unless the occasion was more urgent. 
But, he said, it had been seized on with such 
avidity, and commented on with such severity 
and crimination, as almost to make that mild 
which otherwise, and at first, would not have ap- 
peared so, and had gone further to prove the truth 
of some observations which had been made rela- 
tive to the existence of a certain fact, which he 
was yet disposed not to believe, than anything 
since said in support of it. He meant Executive 
patronage. He said it was certainly more proper 
to show the impropriety of any measure, by reason 
and argument, than by crimination; for, in pro- 
portion to the violence of the attack would the re- 
sistance be, and the exertion to persevere, though 


wrong, when reason would havea contrary effect, 
and in that proportion do you shut the dooragainst 
conviction, and put reason at defiance. But this 
appeared to be the design of some, particularly 
the member from Maryland, (Mr. Cratx,) who 
said he had no-hopes.of a reconciliation of ‘senti- 
ments in that House, and that it was necessary 
now to make a firm and decisive stand.ag 
party within these walls, who wished to ove 
the Government; to prove which. he rumma 
up the votes on all the. important acts. of t 
branch of the Legislature, or laws that .h 
passed, and at once proscribes the minorities, 
member from South Carolina (Mr. HARPER) 
pursued the same line of conduct, and gone.o 
abuse and censure private as well as public cha 
ters, and was not content to confine his object 
abuse to this country, but leaps over the Atla 
and does the same there, and attacks foreign 
ernments. He asked, is this what the people: 
pect to hear in their federal Legislature? Is this 
what we are sent together for? Does such con 
duct comport with the character and genius of 


American liberty and independence ? 
Mr. W. said, having made these general re- 
marks, he would proceed to consider the amend- 
ment, in the two-fold point of view on which it 
had been argued: The Constitutionality and €x- 
pediency. As to the first, he had no doubt but 
that this House had a right to restrict or withhold 
appropriations for foreign Ministers, and to exer- 
cise a discretion in all such cases; but that: 
cretion ought to be exercised su as not tob 
tual violation of the Constitution: Such as to re- 
fuse to pay the President, a Judge, or other officer 
necessary to constitute any of the departments.of 
Government, or to defray the expenses of the ye 
1798. There were cases in which this F 
was morally bound to appropriate,’ - Tt‘had 
said, that that House was as much bound. t 
propriate for foreign intercourse as for the Jadi- 
ciary. He conceived the cases quite different. 
The Judiciary was one of the grand departments 
of the Government, as much so as the Legislative 
or Executive, and only different in its creation... 
and duties. The people create the Legislative 
and Executive, and call on them to create the 
Judiciary; therefore, any act by either-to defeat. 
it would be a virtual violation of the Consti- 
tution. : 
He said, foreign Ministers were not necessary: 
to constitute any one of the departments of the 
Government; it was as complete without as with 
them; they are only to be employed as may be 
expedient. we er 
If we do not choose to have them, we may. re- 
fuse, and our Government may still go on. But. 
it was quite different as to Judges.. There.is.no 
analogy in the cases. If we had no Judiciary, our’. 
Government could not go on; the people would 
have no tribunal to determine their rights, liber 
ties, or property. -The case of an oie eae 
for a treaty was also mentioned; that, he said, 
differed from the present case. By the sixth ar- 
ticle of the Constitution, a treaty, when ratified» 
by the President and Senate, is declared to be 
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Suppose a 
treaty made, which required no money to carry 
it into effect, or did not require any for several 
years; how was that House to check its opera- 
tion, or prevent the Judges from being bound by 
it, as by the Constitution they are? Or will gen- 
tlemen say, this House can oniy check such as re- 
quire money, and not those as require none ; 
and that after a treaty has been in operation for 
several years, this House can stop it? This cer- 
tainly would be the effect of such a construction 
of the Constitution. 

But it is said, for this House to refuse to appro- 
priate for Ministers, when appointed, would be 
to check the other departments of Government. 
It might as well be said the other departments 
have no right to check this. Such a construction 
goes to do away the intended checks of the de- 
partments of Government on each other, and 
tends to destroy all confidence and render them 
independent in all their acts. He said our Gov- 
ernment ought not to be construed as though one 
department was intended to destroy the other, 
but to aid and check it. The member from Dela- 
ware, (Mr. Bavarp,) in advocating the principle 
of the Executive’s selecting men of certain poli- 
tics to office, had talked of administering the Gov- 
ernment by conscience; he believed such would 
be a new-fangled Administration; he thought 
the Constitution ought to be the conscience of 
every administrator of the Government. Mr. W. 
said, the bill, without the proposed amendment, 
was the same in principle as that first passed in 
the year 1790, and continued ever since; though 
there had been an increase of money granted, the 
principle was the same; where Ministers should 
be sent, and their grade was left to the Executive, 
the check which that House reserved to itself 
was as to the quantum of appropriation, which he 
thought would ever prove a sufficient one against 
abuse, for the Executive could make use of no 
more money than was given him. He said, this 
was one of the things which might be done either 
by this House, or given to the President, as was 
most expedient. It had been heretofore left to 
him, and he saw no reason for a change at this 
time. But some gentlemen seem very unwilling 
to allow that this House has the power to con- 


tract appropriations; they say there is always á 
tendency in the popular branch of the Govern: 
ment to encroach on the Executive. To prove’ 
which they go into Europe ; England and France’ 
are particularly mentioned. He thought there 
was no necessity; nor was it policy to quote ex- 
amples from those countries, to know how to ad- 
minister our own Government. As to England, 
he said, the people have no power or liberty but 
what has been dealt out to ‘hen by mere acts of 
sovereign grace and prerogative mercy, but their 
Government is different. As to France, it is and 
has been for ten years in a state of revolution; 
He said the sources of power, and the means of 
obtaining it in this country and England, were 
quite different. Here it was in the people ; there 
in the Crown. Here power was freely given to 
the Executive by the people; there it was taken 
from them by usurpation, which keeps up a con- 
stant Jealousy between the governing and the 
governed; the one constantly on its guard, under 
a conviction of being in possession of what it has 
no right to; whilst the other is taking all advan- 
tages to regain what was forced from it. In this 
country no such jealousy exists, because all power: 
is with the people, except what they have freely 
given up. He said, this principle would hold 
good in private life; for if the property or liberty 
of an individual was forced from him, he would 
never be contented at seeing another, or the one 
who had taken it from him, enjoy it, but would 
be constantly striving to get it back. These re- 
marks he meant to apply as well to these who 
seemed to fear Executive power, as to those who 
feared the powers of that House. The member 
from New Jersey, (Mr. Imtay,) as well as some 
others, had said this branch of the Government 
ought not to check the Executive. Mr. W. said, 
that this was not a correct opinion; to prove 
which he read a clause from Mr. Adams’s de- 
fence of the American Constitution, which says, 
“That each of the three branches of the Govern- 
ment must be, in its turn, both master and ser- 
vant, governing and being governed by turns.” 
He said. although he had no great partiality for 
the politics contained in that author, yet he read 
it in order to show that even those who contended 
for a much stronger Executive than ours did not 
deny thateach branch wasto beacheck on the other. 

Mr. W. said, the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Harper) charged all those who advo- 
cate the powers of the House as being ignorant 
of the eee: of the measures they advocate, and 
compares their speeches to those of Fox and 
Sheridan in the English Parliament. The gen- 
tleman ought to recollect that with as much pro- 
priety might his be compared to those of Pitt ¢ 
Co. And is that an Administration which he 
would wish to take place in this country ?—a sys- 
tem which had kept the nation one-half of its time 
involved in war—which had drenched the world 
with blood; a system which had involved the 
nation in a debt which all the world could scarcely 
pay.and which had reduced one-half of the people 
to a state of poverty and want, whilst it raised the 
other to a state of luxury and dissipation. 


